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H-BOMB PROTESTS MOUNT 


Vigil of women 
at Westminster 


PEACE NEWS REPORTER 
RESSURE on the Government to halt its H-bomb 


tests increased this week with: 


The departure of Harold Steele from 
England on Thursday to join two English 
conscientious objectors in New Delhi and 
complete plans there to enter the Pacific 
H-test area, either via Tokio or Fiji. 

A continuous vigil of women dressed in 
mourning at the House of Commons, 
organised by Mrs. Renee Short, prospective 
Labour Parliamentary candidate _ for 
Watford from 5 Woodford Rd., Watford. 

“Our vigil will be continued until our 
purpose is achieved: suspension of tests 
and genuine international] negotiations on 


nuclear disarmament,’ Mrs. Short told 
Peace News on Tuesday. 
“Let all women readers of your 


courageous journal come to the House, 
wearing black with a black scarf over 
their head, every day the House is sitting 
to lobby Members and to demand that 
they inform the Prime Minister that they 
are not prepared to support the British 
tests. Let Britain give a lead to the rest 
of the world.” 


Total peace 


The National Council for the Abolition 
of Nuclear Weapon Tests is finding support 
from women all over Britain for the silent 


march of women from Hyde Park to 
Trafalgar Square on Sunday, May 12. 
A second Trafalgar Square rally is 


planned the following Saturday, May 18, 
at 3 p.m., by the Liberal Party. 

On Thursday, May 23, a public meeting 
“The Only Way: Total Peace” is being 
organised in Kingsway Hall by the London 
Council of the Labour Peace Fellowship 
with Victor Yates, MP, in the chair sup- 
ported by many well-known Labour MPs 
(Tickets 1s. from 24a Breakspears Rd., 
S.E.4.) 

From the pulpit of St. Paul’s Cathedral 
last Sunday, Canon Collins condemned the 
action of the Foreign Secretary, Mr. Selwyn 
Lloyd, in suggesting that opposition to the 
tests came from Communist sources. 

“Such words are nothing less than a 
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UNARMED 
DEFENCE 


og Peace News Reporter 
: OMMANDER Sir Stephen King-Hall has 
called for the creation of a Royal Commis- 
sion to consider “in the light of the novel and 
unprecedented defence problem which now faces 
the UK, Western Europe and to a lesser extent 
the USA,” the possibilities of unarmed resistance 
as a national policy. 


Writing in the King-Hall News-Letter the prominent 


non-pacifist English political commentator states that “ the 
question on which the [Defence] White Paper is silent is 
whether physical means are the only or even the best 
methods of defence.” 

After a carefully reasoned analysis of the nature of defence and 
the changes introduced by civilian resistance movements and by 
nuclear weapons, he declares that now that we have reached the 


extreme developments of physical attack, we should “ be imagina- 


Love is not 
enough 


From Alan Staley 


OVE is not enough,” Mille. Ursula 

Gallusser of the Education and 
Child Development Unit of UNESCO, 
Paris, told representatives from all 
over Europe, including Poland and 
Yugoslavia, at the conference of the 
International Federation of Children’s 


* Communities at Brighton recently. 


Mule. Gallusser was introducing, with Mr. 
G. A. Lyward, warden of Finchden Manor, 
the theme “Is Love Enough?” The speak- 
ers said that the acceptance of one human 
being by another is at the root of security. 
Love, acceptance and security are necessary 
for a harmonious personality development. 


Tyrannical and excessive love produce 
anxiety, while authority without love makes 
for insecurity and aggressiveness. ‘‘ The 
hidden hostility of a sarcastic remark,” 
declared Mile. Gallusser, “ may be infinitely 
more harmful than a box on the ears. ” 


” 


Love, “steadfast affection,” is necessary 
but is not enough, discipline and progressive 
doses of frustration and satisfaction are 
needed. Both early childhood and adoles- 
cence are periods of great insecurity, re- 
quiring much love and understanding from 
adults. 

V@LUNTARY CARE 

Mr. Lyward will be known to readers of 
Peace News from the book “ Mr. Lyward’s 
Answer ” reviewed in Peace News by Frank 
Dawtry on October 5 last. 


The other theme before the conference 
was ‘State or Independent Provision” of 
care for deprived children. This was in- 
troduced by Mr. Kenneth Brill, Children’s 
Officer for Devonshire, and Mr. David Wills, 
warden of Bodenham Manor and author of 
“The Barns Experiment. ” 
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tive enough to realise that we have not simultaneously reached 


the frontiers of human thought” and move 
“forward beyond the physical into the 
psychological.” 

Commander King-Hall then urges readers 
to put aside all ‘‘ preconceived notions 
about defence and start from the simple 
proposition that we desire to defend our 
way of life and would prefer not to do it 
by risking its utter destruction.” 


NO HORE TESTS 


Analysing the need for a “ strategy ” “ 
change the minds of the men in ihe 
Kremlin” by both a direct and an indirect 
approach, he writes: 


“At this moment I am disposed to 
think that as part of our psychological 
campaign for defence there are strong 
arguments for considering whether the 
UK should not announce unilaterally 
that it will NOT carry out any further 
tests and that the forthcoming test will 
be abandoned. Something dramatic and 
easily understood by mankind needs to be 
done to break the deadlock and arrest 
the drift to disaster.” 


The former member of the Admiralty 
Naval Staff then proceeds to urge that in 
addition to “a tremendous and world-wide 
educational campaign explaining the hor- 
rors of nuclear war, the dangers of tests, 
etc.,” that “a really great effort” be made 
to increase contacts with the masses in the 
satellite States, 


Citing the recent Manchester Guardian 
comment that the alternative was ‘“ con- 
ventional forces on a massive scale” or “a 
fully pacifist policy,” Commander King-Hall 
declares that the latter possibility ‘‘ has 
never been thoroughly examined from a 
Strictly political-strategical angle.” 


GANDHI?S INFLUENCE 


“Tam not saying it would work. I am 
saying that no one has thoroughly studied 
its possibilities” (of “defence by passive 
resistance”) in the light of present con- 
ditions. 

“In order to find out some more about 
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this I have reached the conclusion that 
a Royal Commission should be estab- 
lished with the task of expressing an 
opinion upon the problem of whether 
our way of life could be defended by 


passive resistance and if so what the 
plan should be.” 

Pointing out that the influence of Gandhi 
and African bus boycotters had risen with 
their reliance on non-violent methods, he 
asked, “ Has it or can it be proved that a 
United Kingdom with an intelligent and 
sophisticated population educated to regard 
a national plan of passive resistance as the 
defence policy of the country would lose 
influence ? I think there is a case for a 
very thorough investigation of this matter.” 

The full text of Commander Sir 

Stephen King-Hall’s article “ Reflections 

on Defence” is reproduced on pages 5 
and 6 of this issue of Peace News. 


In Peace News next week 


THE KENYA QUESTION 
by the Hon. Tom Mboya, MLC 


recently elected African member of the 
Kenya Legislative Council. 


Dollars to help 


S. African ‘traitors’ 


A NATIONWIDE APPEAL, headed by 
John Gunther, author, and the very 
Reverend James A Pike, Dean of the 
Cathedral of St. John the Divine, New 
York City, was launched in the US 
recently to aid 160 South Africans charged 
with treason. Mr. Gunther pointed out 
that “any man, woman or child, black or 
white, who advocates democracy based 
on equality of rights may be branded, 
according to South African law, a Com- 
munist or a traitor.” 

The South Africa Defence Fund, with an 
initial goal of $100,000 in the US and 
Canada, is being administered by the 
American Committee on Africa, Inc. The 
fund was created at the request of out- 
standing South Africans who oppose 
Apartheid. The trials are expected to last 
for a year or more. The money will “ help 
provide those under arrest with the best 
possible legal defence,” and “help meet. 
the critical needs faced by their families.” 


Prime Minister Nehro on April 18 asked 
jurists of Asia whether any nation had a 
right in international law or moral Jaw 
to poison the earth’s atmosphere through 
test explosions of nuclear weapons. 


THIS SUNDAY 
May 12th 


3.15 p.m. from 
HYDE PARK 


Speakers Corner. near Marble Arch 


to TRAFALGAR SQ. 


via Park Lane, Piccadilly and Haymarket 


Women’s Protest March 


Banners will 


Against H-Bomb Tests 


The National Council calls on all women to express their concern by 
joining in a silent and dignified March of Protest against H-bomb tests. 
be carried and black sashes worn. 
organisation and your friends to take part. 


Encourage your 


NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR THE ABOLITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPON TESTS 


c/o 29 Great James Street, London, W.C.1. 


(HAMpstead 9523.) 


UNITED 
DEMONSTRATION 
4 p.m. in 
TRAFALGAR SQUARE 


Speakers will include 
Rt. Hon. Edith Summerskill MP 
Mrs. Joyce Butler MP 
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Kathleen 


Lousdaie discusses 


PROBLEMS F 


PACIFISTS 


WENTY-ONE 15-year-old 


English school-boys answered 


“Yes” when recently asked by their teacher if they would 
have obeyed if they had been German soldiers ordered by the 
Nazis to torture and execute Jews. Only four answered that they 
would have refused to obey the orders. 


They were then asked whether if they 
had been Russian soldiers in Budapest 
they would have obeyed orders to fire 
into unarmed crowds. Twenty-one said 
“Yes” and still only four said “ No.” 


This case was cited by Professor Dame 
Kathleen Lonsdale, FRS, speaking on April 
28 in Leeds, to illustrate the degree to which 
young people's consciences are today con- 
ditioned to do what they are told without 
thinking for themselves. 


Kathleen Lonsdale, prominent English 
Quaker, was speaking to the Annual General 
Meeting of the Peace Pledge Union, of 
which she is a sponsor, on “ Problems for 
Pacifists.”” 


“{ think there are a great many prob- 
lems that pacifists have to face if we want 
to be practical and if we want national 
pacifism as well as personal pacifism,” she 
declared. 


“T don't think we will abolish war if only 
a few people sign the [Peace Pledge Union] 
pledge.” 


Form of government 
pect allah et deff al ah" tae 


Kathleen Lonsdale, whose latest book 
Is PEACE PossipLe? has just been published 
by Penguin Books, then went on to describe 
ten of the problems pacifists need to face. 
She said that she was not sure of the 
answers to all of them but that the problems 
were relevant and needed to be considered. 


] There was the double morality between 

one’s personal life and the very different 
standard in community life in which killing 
in a war and under orders was accepted and 
praised. “It is this dichotomy between 
personal behaviour and national behaviour 
that we have to bridge.” 


©) “If we are thinking in terms of national 

pacifism we have to try to frame the 
form of government---even if it is a Chris- 
tian anarchism—most suited to pacifism.” 
She declared that she could not see that 
“any of our present political parties are 
really suited to the job” and also stated 
that “the trade unions in their present form 
seem to be organised for power and the 
kind of power that we cannot approve of 
when our nation pursues it.” 


National pacifism 


9 Ina world in which some nations were 

relatively rich and others in poverty 
there was a need for a “fair share” for all. 
The richest 19 nations with one sixth of 
the world’s population had two-thirds of the 
world’s income while the 15 lowest with half 
the world’s population had only one-eleventh 
of the world’s income. 

Kathleen Lonsdale declared that we have 
to think in the manner in which we want the 
world to change if we think in terms of 
national pacifism as well as personal pacifism. 
The problem was whether in meeting this 
situation pacifists should want the countries 
of the West to develop the economically 
poorer parts of the world with the result 
that they would develop a similar form of 
society, “ or do we look to pacifism as an 
entirely different order of society .. .” 
There is the problem of what “ kind 

of action outside the PPU as well as 
in it” is needed to bring about peace. 
“When you ask everyone to sign that 
[PPU}] pledge you are asking for a universal 
change of heart.” She asked what kind of 
man were pacifists aiming at, what kind of 
man will sign and keep the pledge and 
carry it out and whether we ourselves were 
that kind of person. 


From GENE SHARP 


“You will never get real peace in the 
world merely by signing” if the people 
do not implement it. “ There is a complete 
decision to be made with regard to policy,” 
the speaker declared. 

One approach was to start with the indi- 

vidual and then having his influence go out 
through the family, friends, community, etc., 
and on to the nation. The other was to 
design an organisation on paper with the 
aim of the ideas and programme then 
filtering through to all levels of society. 
It might also be possible to start at both ends 
at the same time. 
5 What was the role of international law ? 
: How are “national criminals” to be 
dealt with ? Is international law or “ respon- 
sible ethical anarchy with the absolute 
minimum of controls necessary,” preferable? 
As a Quaker she was inclined to favour the 
latter but was certain that this problem 
needed consideration. 

It was illustrated by the efforts over the 
past ten years to achive an agreement on 
disarmament and for the past five years 
during which. despite instructions to the 
Disarmament Sub-Committee, not a single 
agreement for arms reduction of any kind 
had been reached. 


Propaganda 


*» "What methods of propaganda are we 

entitled to use? What methods are 
consistent with pacifist principles ?~ All 
forms of propaganda are easily perverted, 
she said, but in her view this did not mean 
that pacifists should make no efforts to 
influence others. 

“Everyone is subject all the time to dif- 
ferent forms of education, pressure, and 
propaganda. Our job is to make them think 
and I am quite sure that we should have the 
courage of our convictions and put our 
point of view before them.’ She had faith 
that the true principles would survive. 

‘ The development of modern weapons 

forced pacifists to consider new methods 
of resisting war. “ As pacifists we have the 
statement, ‘ Wars will cease when men refuse 
to fight.” I am going to suggest that while 
that is true in its broadest sense, it is becom- 
ing less true in a special sense. 


“As scientific weapons become developed 
the only men who would be called upon to 
fight would be a few technicians.” 


Civil disobedience 


The majority of the people would never 
be called upon to fight, but only to support. 


This situation, however, did not alter the 
PPU pledge, “ [ renounce war and will never 
support or sanction another,” she declared. 

In the new period people would be called 
upon to sanction war. “ What we mean by 
the pledge is that we will not take part... 
either in actual war or in stockpiling arma- 
ments , . . and that we will do all that we 
can to prevent. our own governments from 
preparing for or taking part in war.” 

This new situation meant “We have 
got, I believe, to adapt our methods.” This 
change in emphasis meant that pacifists 
should “help those people who simply 
cannot accept the pacifist position in the 
whole sense of the word but are entirely 
with us in the new sense of the word.” 


The pacifist scientist declared that “ We 


almost met this situation at the time of 
Suez.” 


“At such a time we should urge civil 
disobedience on soldiers and workers who 
are not pacifists ” whose consciences revolt 
against engaging in the particular war 
under present conditions. Pacifists should 
“give them every support that we can” 
and wait until after to “ point the moral.” 

@Q It is very difficuit to deal with people 
© conditioned to accept authoritarianism 
to the degree that ts the case today. In 
discussing the problems of people “ already 
conditioned before conscription age” she 
cited the cases of the 15-year-old boys, most 
of whom felt they should have carried out 
orders against Jews and Hungarians had they 
been German or Soviet soldiers, 


Von-violent action 


It was a real problem when such con- 
ditioning was widespread to know whether 
to seek to educate parents, or to concentrate 
on moulders of public opinion, such as poli- 
ticians, broadcasters, etc., or to do both. 

She felt that an important way of crack- 
ing this conditioning was the demonstra- 
tion that there was an active positive 
alternative to passive ‘and _ servile 
obedience. 

It would be difficult to influence a political 
party in the direction of civil disobedience if 
that party expects to gain power and later 


themselves possibly be faced with civil dis-- 


obedience. 

It was “a very common mistake to 
think that pacifists are people who do 
nothing . .. I am not sure that we ought 
not to find another word to describe our 
pacifism. There is very much more 
sympathy for activism, especially if that 
activism takes the form of peacemaking.” 
Kathleen Lonsdale thought that a “ peace 

force” which would help in reconciliation 
“would have some kind of impact on these 
conditioned young people and might offer 
them something positive that might change 
their way of thinking much more than talk- 
ing could.” 

This would be, she continued, something 
active to “take the place of passive 
obedience.” [ft would, she hoped, provide 
these young people with some kind of 
pacifist action on a much larger scale than 
Previous peace seminars, work camps, etc. 

There was here also the question of 
whether it should be organised from the top 
or built up from below or both, 

This would allow young people from dif- 
ferent countries to meet together to hear 
other points of view. 

It was true that the PPU had increased 
its influence in recent years because it had 
kept to a single objective of abolishing war. 
said Kathleen Lonsdale, “ But you must not 
only abolish war: you must have some 
positive and non-violent way of meeting 
evil.” 

She distinguished between civil  dis- 
Obedience aimed at a change of heart in 
the opponent and strikes which may be used 
to gain power. 

“So many peopic believe that the only 
alternative to slavish submission is vio- 
lence and that the alternative to violence 
is slavish submission.” This was not true, 
and the problem is not solved simply by 
dissociation from action with which one 
did not agree. Stronger non-violent action 
was needed. 


Subtle compulsion 


Is some form of compulsion necessary 
when problems must be dealt with and it 
is felt that there isn't time enough to per- 
suade people to take the necessary action ? 
As an example of this, she cited 
subtle compulsion which could be 
used in certain countries to limit population 
by adding chemical contraceptives to the 
bread. There was also the problem of com- 
pulsory land conservation 
It was a question of whether compulsion 
of any kind was permissible when it was 
deemed in the interest of the people who 


were involved but who opposed it. These 
problems would also face pacifists if their 
forces grew. 


Citing the 15-year-old boys mentioned 
earlier, she said “ A great many people over 
all the world like authority. Our problem 
is to make them think for themselves.” 


“T am sure we have to face the fact that 
however many people take the [PPU] pledge 
there will be many more people who do 
not think at all.” It was a problem of 
how to deal with them. 


Condemnation and praise 


1 An important problem was that of 

the place of force in the maintenance 
of Jaw and order in the international sphere. 
The function of civil police is to protect and 
bring to justice. They, however, operate in 
a situation in which most people are 
determined to do right whether others do or 
not. This intention is “ lacking in the inter- 
national sphere.” 


“Until you get that, you cannot get a 
system of international law that will work,” 
said Kathleen Lonsdale. It was a real 
question what type of coercion, including 
economic measures, could or should be used 
against a nation violating international law. 


One step might be to define the inter- 
national crime for “ No nation cares to be 
called an aggressor when it is.” A state- 
ment that “certain specific forms of action 
are wrong will have a moral effect,” she 
stated. 


“Tt may be that we will find that there is 
no real form of compulsion on nations 
except condemnation and praise . . . I 
believe there will always be some crimes 
with which law cannot deal . . . international 
law included,” the speaker continued. 


A change which might be instituted to 
assist the development of international law 
in a beneficial direction would be, she sug- 
gested, that others than independent 
sovereign States should be allowed to bring 
cases to international courts of justice, 


Principles and practice 
carrera LEA EG 


‘ The United Nations Emergency Force was 
finding, Kathleen Lonsdale pointed out, that 
its work was “only really valuable * when 
it could operate unarmed and co-operate 
with the police on either side of the border. 
A genuine international police would be 
recruited from national police forces rather 
than from armed forces, she suggested. 


Yet “the whole concept of an_ inter- 
national police force presumes the accep- 


tance of Power ~ which puacifists could not 
automatically do. 


The general situation required that some 
people largely concentrate on stating princi- 
ples, and others largely try to deal with 
practical problems, such as those she had 
discussed. Others could attempt to do doth. 

In the question period speaking on civil 
disobedience at the time of Suez. she 
declared “it would have made a very great 
impression. The feeling in the country at 
that lime was ripe for people to try it.” 

She did not agree that people were power- 
less. The German scientists who had 
recontly stated they would refuse to work 
on atomic weapons had, she said, once felt 
that they were powerless at the time of 
Hitler and were determined to make their 
Impact this time. They have found that 
there are others who support them. 


PPU RELIGION COMMISSION 


Pacifist Universalist Service 
3.30 p.m. Sunday, May 12, 1957 
Friends’ International Centre 
32 Tavistock Square. London, W.C.1 
(Ne'rest Station: Euston Square) 
Olscourse by Maviud Ahmad Khan 
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MOSCOW STUDENTS EXPELLED AFTER 
DEBATE ON HUNGARY 


"EHAT the Hungarian Revolution 

had an important impact on 
students in the Soviet Union is con- 
firmed by a letter from a Soviet student 
appearing in the April 6 issue of The 
Nation (USA), The letter originally 
appeared in Forum (an_ Austrian 
monthly) in February. The English 
translation is by Helmut W. Bonheim. 


Memorable day 


Moscow the student wrote that 
1956, was ‘a memorable 
day "“—‘some say a_ historic day ’—for 
Russian students. At Lomonossow Univer- 
sity, Moscow. on that day, a student in a 
required lecture on Marxist-Leninism asked 
‘a question of decisive importance, perhaps 
the question which will determine the des- 
tiny of our form of Marxism : 


“How was it possible for a general strike 
to occur in a Socialistic State—to speak 
plainly, in the Hungarian Peoples Democ- 
racy — since a general strike against a 
workers’ and peasants’ Government was im- 
possible ? * 

Professor B. E. Syrojetschkowitch replied 
with “an answer... we could read in our 
daily newspapers “—-not enough for univer- 
sity students. He spoke of “the terror of 
Horthy-fascistic officers and diversionist 
Western imperialists but his words were 
drowned in the protests of the students. who 
proved to him with a flood of Lenin quota- 
uions that he had not attempted to answer 
the actual question...” 


From 
November 30, 


Frank discussion 


The professor withdrew after the discus- 
sion had become noisy and confused. 

The next day the notice boards of the 
Komsomol (Communist League of Youth) 


FAUX PAS 


STORY is told of a 
“~™ bishop who after his 
retirement was asked back 
to the palace with his wife 
for dinner one evening. 
Having become rather 
absent-minded but recognis- 
ing the familiar surround- 
ings, he was heard to say 
to his wife at the end of 
the meal “ Not one of our cook's best even- 
ings, my dear.” 


} know that Easter has intervened and then 
the Annual General Meeting, but perhaps it 
is more a question of absent-mindedness 
which has made this not one of our best 
months so far as the Peace Pledge Union 
Headquarters Fund is concerned. We are 
getting quite seriously behindhand and if we 
allow the position to get worse, some may 
begin to despair and feel that we cannot 
reach our aim for the year. 


That, of course, is not true. We can and 
lam sure we will, but let us show something 
of that will to success here and now, so 
that all may be encouraged by the reminder 
of a “faux pas” to a really significant leap 
forward. 


The surroundings may be familiar but the 
need is as great as ever. Please don't be 
absent-minded or even put off until tomorrow 
what you should intend to do today. Do it 
now and make the response to the appeal this 
week one of the best ever. 

STUART MORRIS, 
General Secretary. 
Our aim for the year: £1,150, 
Amount received to date: £170, 


Donations to the Peace Pledge Union, 
which are used for the work of the PPU, 
should be sent marked “ Headquarters 
Fund,” to the PPU Treasurer at Dick Shep- 
pard House, Endsleigh St., London, W.C.1. 


“| renounce war and | will never 


support or sanction another ” 

This pledge, signed by each member, is 

the basis, of the Peace Pledge Union. 

Send YOUR pledge to PPU Headquarters 
DICK SHEPPARD HOUSE 

f 6, Endsleigh Street London, W.C.! 


t 


ene 


at the university ‘ carried hand-written sheets 
demanding an honest report and a frank 
discussion of the situation in Hungary.” 


The notices were removed by lecture time 
but their contents were spread verbally. 


At noon, notices were posted announcing 
a meeting of the Komsomol to discuss the 
“shameful” events of the previous day. 
The first remark of the secretary of the 
Komsomol was that it was “the Kom- 
somol’s duty to avoid in the future * such 
excesses as had degraded the academic halls ° 
the day before.” 


The control of the discussion was then 
quickly wrested from the officers as the 
students voted * The Hungarian Question in 
the Light of Marxist-Leninism” to be the 
only item on the agenda. 


* The very first speaker spoke of an ‘ over- 
bureaucratised system * which had estranged 
itself from the masses and was therefore 
trying to maintain itself with the methods 
of the recently unmasked Beria. 


Rowdyism charge 


“This referred to Hungary, but the com- 
parison with the Soviet Union was obvious 
and was even .. . spoken of openly: if the 
conclusions reached by the Twentieth Party 
Congress are not followed up. must we not 
expect a similar development here and will 
not our workers rise one day under the 
banner of Lenin against those who. have 
developed into their bourgeois, bureaucratic 
exploiters ? ” 

The secretary objected to these “ anti- 
party sentiments ” but failed to get the floor 
from the speaker. He left the hall with 
his associates as the discussion, in which 
several Komsomol activists were taking part, 
continued. 

The administration on Dec. 3 expelled 
140 students on charges of rowdyism, and 


Representative American pacifists met in 
Philadelphia on April 22 and laid plans 
for the formation of a Committee to Stop 
Hydrogen Bomb Tests. 


OME rather obtuse people seem to 

be puzzled by the Government’s 

latest policy for defending this island 
against aggression. 

Briefly, the Government's position is : 

1. It is impossible to defend the people of 
this country against nuclear attack. 

2.11 is, therefore, now essential that we 
prevent war rather than prepare for it. 
3. We must seek to prevent war by the 
deterrent power of nuclear weapons. 
The puzzled ones are going round mutter- 
ing, ‘‘ Non sequitur,” if they’re eggheads, or, 
“Don't get it,” if theyre common, like us. 
Points 1 and 2, they say, are all right and 
clear enough, but they don't see how they 
can lead on to Point 3. If we must above 
all things prevent war, why must we produce 
a weapon the possession of which is itself 
the only reason anybody could have for 
attacking us? Why deliberately invite what 

we seek to avoid ? 

But it’s even more complicated than that. 
We're also told that if we ever have to use 
these nuclear weapons, then they will have 
failed in their purpose. Once they have to 
be used, we've had it. They're for parade 
ground use only. They are not to detonate, 
only to deter. 

It would seem, in these circumstances, 
that there’s a good case for stocking up 
with dummy atom bombs, which would 
serve the same purpose, if any, and cost 
much less. Or is there something unethical 
about this? Perhaps to a nation of mer- 
chant adventurers preparation for—sorry, 
prevention of—war without ruinous expen- 
diture would be unfair and ineffective. Only 
by ruining ourselves financially and crippling 
posterity can we hold up our heads in the 
world. 

As one wondering citizen put it in a 
letter to the Observer recently, we’re spend- 
ing money we can't afford to produce bombs 
we daren’t use in order to convince people 
who know better that we're still great. 


at the same time announced that “the lec- 
tures on Marxism-Leninism would be, sus- 
pended until after the New Year's holidays. 

“Tt was the first time in the history of 
the Moscow University that the administra- 
tion found itself forced to suspend lectures 
because the teaching staff were not equal 
to dealing with questions which might arise 
in the discussions.” 


The students regarded this as a victory, 
and contrary to the expectations of the 
Komsomol secretaries. ‘‘ the discussions in 
the clubs and = student quarters con- 
tinued . . .” 


Soviet youth 


Similar discussions broke out in other 
places, “In the middle of December, the 
Komsomol activities of the Moscow army 
district were forced to convene in order to 
deal with similar developments in the 
garrison. We in Moscow also heard of 
occurrences at the Leningrad Universities 
. . . Lively discussions are also in progress 
at the universities in Kiev, Charkov, Sverd- 
lovsk, Novosibirsk, and even in central Asia, 
in Taschkent, 


“Almost the whole of the Soviet youth 
has been seized by the wave of discussions. 
This is undoubtedly one of the most interest- 
ing political movements to have emerged 
since Stalin’s death. 

“ Significantly enough, however, it was not 
Started by the men in power, not ‘from 
above,’ but spontaneously and from within 
the socialistic camp itself. Probably the 
solution to this movement will also have to 
be found within the socialistic camp, a 
solution which those above can advance but 
can hardly hinder .. .” 


Next week, Peace News will reproduce 
extracts from Ralph Parker's comments 
on the ferment among Soviet youth. 
Ralph Parker has lived in the Soviet 
Union for many years and has been the 
Moscow correspondent of The Times 
(London), New York Times and Daily 
Worker (London). 


by CYRIL HUGHES 


Yet surely this citizen, and others like 
him, have missed one or two of the main 
points of the Government's policy, without 
which the policy naturally doesn’t make 
sense. 

First, there's tradition. This country has 
been deterring the aggressor ever since the 
Ancient Britons painted their bodies blue in 
order to give the Romans a putting-off idea 
of how cold our climate was. 

Clearly, the Government cannot lightly 
depart from tradition which may be defined 
as the deliberate repetition of the bloomers 
of the past for fear of making bigger ones 
in the present. But the trouble with 
bloomers, or so our grandmother used to 
tell us, is that they get bigger with age. 


* 

The Labour Party also, it should be 
observed, has followed tradition in this 
matter, Before the Second World War it 
urged the Government to take collective 
action against Hitler and voted against the 
armaments which such action would have 
required. Now it criticises the Government 
for not having nuclear warheads for its 
guided missiles and criticises it also for going 
ahead with the H-bomb; thus displaying 
again that logic and consistency, not to 
mention Socialist fervour, which so endear 
it to the multitude in this country. 

The Government's acceptance of 
tradition, however, is not entirely slavish. 
Some changes in practice have been made 
to bring the current policy of deterrence 
in line with twentieth century thought. 

For instance, in the past’it has always 
been claimed that the national policy was 
designed to protect women and children at 
home, even if the policy involved sending 
dad to drop high explosive or jellied petrol 
on babies in Germany or Korea, Mr, Mac- 
millan’s government is the first in our his- 
tory openly to proclaim the policy of 
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U.S. pacifists 


refuse taxes 
from MARION BROMLEY 


N the income tax deadline of April 15 

a group of US pacifists scattered across 
America announced they were non-payers 
of Federal income tax, and asked the 
question: *“Who knows what weapons 
his taxes will buy ? ” 

The non-payers state that about 85 per cent 
of the income tax is used for past, present 
and future wars, hence they cannot 
conscientiously pay Federal income taxes, 
any more than they can work in a war 
plant or kill a fellow human being. The 
Peacemakers, who released the joint 
statement of the non-payers, state they 
attempt to avoid the use of violence in 
any area of life. 

“ However,” they continue, “ taxpaying, even 
by non-pacifists, is irresponsible action 
because the money is used for weapons 
such as H-bombs and long-range missiles, 
which are indiscriminate in their targets, 
and because strict secrecy shrouds all 
research.” They hope that public 
announcement of their non-payment, in 
some cases in open violation of Federal 
law, will cause others to consider their 
own moral dilemma. 

NON CO-OPERATION 

Among the 50 signatories to the statement 
are the Rev. A. J. Muste, of the 
American Fellowship of Reconciliation ; 
Ammon Hennacy of the Catholic Worker 
and Craig of the Hopi Indians whose 
photograph appeared in Peace News on 
April 12. The text of the statement of 
the non-payers is as follows : 
Because such a large proportion of Federal 
taxes goes for weapons of war, such as 
H-bombs, guided missiles and nerve gas, 
we have declined to pay income taxes for 
1956 and do not intend to pay for 1957. 
(Some of us have refused to pay the whole 
of our taxes, some of us have refused to 
pay part of them, some are living on 
incomes intentionally kept too low to be 
taxable, and some have given further non- 
co-operation to collection of taxes for war 
by filing no tax returns.) ” 


“ 


with the Khruschenhowers 


endangering the lives of children, including 
those yet unborn, in order to protect old 
men from the awful.necessity of changing 
their mode of thinking; which for many of 
them would indeed be a fate worse than* 
somebody else’s death. 


That is our position today, and carping 
critics should appreciate the fact, Russia 
has the bomb, America has the bomb, so 
Britain must have it too, in order to remain 
a fully paid-up member of the Suicide Club, 
Britain must be as big a stinker as the 
others, Britons never, never shall be deo- 
dorised. 


Where Mr. Khruschov and Mr, Eisen- 
hower lead, the Macmillan clan must, 
inevitably, be expected to follow. We must 
keep up with the Khruschenhowers. And it 
seems that the Adenauers, etc., must keep 
up with us, 

But is it right that we should be content 
with “keeping up”? Should we not set 
out to prove to the world that Britain builds 
the best bombs ? The most important thing 
about the British H-bomb, we are told, is 
that it is essentially a well-behaved bomb. 
It won't do anybody the slightest harm. 

Unfortunately, we don’t convince the 
world of the truth of that claim by setting 
it off as far away from Britain as we pos- 
sibly can. Let us bring it nearer home. 
That will show everyone we're not fraidies. 
To detonate it in Britain itself might turn 
too much milk sour, but what about the 
latest territorial addition to our imperial 
might ? 

The Government should have a. steel 
tower erected on the British island of 
Rockall, and the bomb should be exploded 
on that. The top of the tower should con- 
tain a platform from which advocates of 
the bomb can witness the explosion and 
thus prove its harmlessness to the world. 

What about it, Mr. Macmillan? No 
matter how numerous the volunteers, there 
is room at the top, 
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HE campaign of slander against op- 
ponents of the H-bomb tests has now 
reached a pitch which makes it clear that 
supporters of these tests are bankrupt in 
the field of argument. 

When Dr. Linus Pauling predicted in 
Chicago that at least 1,000 people would 
die as a result of the tests now planned by 
Britain in the Pacific, this statement, based 
on careful scientific calculation from avail- 
able data, was dismissed by Chapman 
Pincher in the Daily Express (May 1) with 
one word in large capitals: ‘“NON- 
SENSE !” 

Mr. Pincher advanced no argument 
against Dr. Pauling. He merely shrieked 
“Nonsense ! “ and spoke of “ hysterical and 
sustained opposition”, saying that “ the 
test provides those who hate or envy the 
British with an extraordinary opportunity to 
injure them. ’ 

Clearly, this means that any moral or 
scientific criticism must be attributed to the 
meanest of motives; and Mr. Pincher elabo- 
rates this theme in some detail. Somewhat 
out of date in his information, he asks who 
is to finance the fleet of “suicide” ships 
which “the Japs threaten to send into the 
danger area.” 

“ Could it be,” asks Mr. Pincher naively, 
“Jap business tycoons already using under- 
hand methods to beat Britain in the export 
markets ? ” 

Surely, if Mr. Pincher has evidence for 
this insinuation he should produce it. He 
prefers just to throw mud, hoping that some 
will stick. With Daily Express readers that 
is a safe bet. 

Having dealt with other elements equally 
charitably, Mr. Pincher comes to the paci- 
fists, who are “dedicated to the principle 
that it is always better to live on your knees 
than die on your feet.” This is certainly 
an odd description of Gandhi, for example. 
But surely what annoyed the Daily Express 
so much about Gandhi was that he refused 
to “live on his knees.” Curious, isn’t it ? 


R.A.F. on T.V. 


FPIHE desperation with which efforts are 
being made to maintain public con- 
fidence in military methods and institutions 
is illustrated by the elaborate plans made 
by BBC Television for the May 14 pro- 
gramme on the RAF, described as “ the first 
of BBC Television's three major pro- 
grammes on the fighting services.’ 

It is officially reported to be “ the biggest 
combined operation for outside broadcasts 
since the Coronation.” 

It would seem very obvious that the vast 
resources necessary for this promotion of 

the fighting services” (which can no 
longer defend anyone) would be much 
better spent on programmes informing 
people about methods of resistance without 
arms. 

The least that can be asked is equal time 
for such programmes. Readers sharing this 
view may write to the BBC Television 
Service, Television Centre, London, W.12. 


Alternative 


CIERIOUS consideration needs to be given 
to the consequences of the fact that 
there is no longer any question about the 
futility of the methods of violence to 
defend any people from external attack. 

As Mr. Duncan Sandys, British Minister 
of Defence, said in the House of Com- 
mons debate on the Defence White Paper 
last month: “. . . in present circumstances, 
it is impossible effectively to defend this 
country against an attack with Hydrogen 
bombs ... There will be no safety in the 
world until theire is disarmament.” 

It is of considerable significance that the 
eminent non-pacifist English political com- 
mentator, Commander Sir Stephen King- 
Hall, has now in a _ remarkably well- 
reasoned analysis (published in’ full on 
pages 5 and 6) urged that “a fully pacifist 
policy” be “thoroughly examined from a 
Strictly political-strategical angle” as an 
alternative method of resistance. 

Together these two statements present a 
profound challenge to the people of Britain 
and others who inevitably face the same 
problem. 

There is something which may be even 
worse than smug statements by the NATO 
Council, last week. that NATO forces 
needed “all available means to meet any 
attack” including “the most modern 


MIPERS 
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weapons of defence ”—devoid of any con- 
sideration of the human consequences of 
such weapons. 

That is the almost universal refusal to 
seriously consider the possibility of alter- 
native peaceful methods of resistance to 
injustice and tyranny—despite demonstra- 
tions in recent years of their considerable 
effectiveness. 


implementation 


O Government, to our knowledge. is 
devoting one penny to serious exami- 
nation of these methods or to scholarly 
research and analysis on the subject. This 
illustrates, in our opinion, the staggering 
rigidity of those who are officially respon- 
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sible for the future welfare of the people 
of the world. 


A research programme, headed by Pro- 
fessor Arne Naess, has begun at the Uni- 
versity of Oslo, under a small grant from 
the Norwegian Scientific Research Council, 
but, as Professor Naess was recently quoted 
in Peace News, the amount of research 
going on and the small total number of 
persons involved in it is out of all relation 
to the size of the problems. 


It seems to us that the implementation of 
Commander King-Hall’s proposal for the 
creation of a Royal Commission to report 
on unarmed defence could be an extremely 
valuable step in the right direction. 
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CONSCRIPTION 


"THE scheme for ending the call-up announced by Mr. Iain Macleod 
is certainly ingenious in giving the Government the maximum 
powers of selection without introducing any fresh legislation. 

A new statute might easily give the Opposition an opportunity to embarrass 
them. By extending the already lengthy list of deferment rights to a further 
number of widely defined classes, the Minister of Labour has given himself room 
in which to breathe. 

In conjunction with this, by a purely administrative process, his new scheme 
will allow him to call up just as many as he wishes of those coming off deferment 
during the next three-and-a-half years. He may supplement these with an un- 
defined number of those born during 1938 and 1939 who, according to his own 
ruling, do not qualify for deferment. 

* The ability to carry out the whole scheme is dependent on being able to 
fulfil expectations as to Regular recruitment. This will also determine the number 
of conscripts actually required before the end of 1960, as will the rate of the 
“run-down” of the forces. 

* * 


MR. MACLEOD did, however, allow himself one or two qualified 


commitments. 

As explained in the Defence White Paper the Government were planning on 
not calling up anyone,after 1960. Also, “it is unlikely,” he said, ‘as far as we 
can foresee at the moment that we shall need much more than half the potential 
pool” of medically fit boys that could be called upon by then. This pool, he 
had estimated, was in the region of 570,000 men. Just how many of these will 
be drawn from the 240,000 older people who are already in process of being 
called up or who are on deferment, and how many from the 330,000 younger 
boys who would become immediately available from registration depends on 
the Government’s decision as to what is a “ balanced intake.” 

The need for a “balanced intake” arises because to rely entirely on those 
coming off deferment for the numbers they require would mean that skilled and 
trained men would have to be employed on routine tasks, 

“The country would,” thought Mr. Macleod, “regard that as a wasteful 
process.” 

This comes strangely from a Minister whose department prosecutes COs 
for not fulfilling the routine conditions of their registration however skilled they 
are. 


It is good to learn that Mr. Mcleod has been converted, and to look 
forward to the tribunals following this new argument when they select alternative 
work for young conscientious objectors. 


* * 


T was also announced that although they remain legally liable it was 


not intended to call upon.those born in 1940. 

The 1939 class, however, are in the unenviable position of not knowing if 
they will be called up and moreover, if they are to be conscripted, not knowing 
when it will be. 

The registration of those born in the first quarter of 1939 is announced for 
“early next year,” but it may be a further ten or twelve months before those 
born between April and June, 1939 might have to register. They would then be 
nearly twenty years old. As for the rest, their future will depend on the niceties 
of a “balanced intake.” 

The position of those registering as conscientious objectors is even less clear. 
Not only is their future also to be dependent on the vagaries of a “ balanced 
intake” into the army, but both those coming off deferment and those undeferred 
younger men registering in the next three-and-a-half years, suffer from the dis- 
advantage of being liable to immediate call before a tribunal. 

Whilst those who register for military training may never be called up, it is 
at present possible that the young conscientious objector, whilst having his 
objection to military training recognised, will find himself saddled with over two 
years’ alternative work. The Central Board for Conscientious Objectors is going 
to have its work cut out to ensure that the CO is treated equitably. 

To the pacifist this announcement can be welcomed to the extent that it does 
set 1960 as the probable end of the call-up of young men. This is no sudden 
admittance that conscription is wrong. It is merely that “negotiation from 
strength” is to be carried on by a regular army and the threat of nuclear 
weapons: instead of boy conscripts, all mankind is, in fact, being conscripted 
into a general suicide pact. 


a 


The terms of reference. resources and 
personnel would, of course, be important 
to ensure an objective consideration. 

It is a great advance that Commander 
King-Hall has now pressed for serious con- 
sideration of non-violent resistance. It is 
time for others to support his proposal. 


War-time orders 


L AST week’s House of Commons debate 

on Naval discipline again brought out 
the cruel dilemma in which every sailor, 
soldier or airman must find himself when 
he is given a war-time order amounting to 
a crime on humanity. But although the 
debate brought references by a number of 
speakers to the Nuremburg Trials, it dealt 
only with issues which are of minor im- 
portance in comparison with the question 
of nuclear bombardment. 


Vice-Admiral Hughes-Hallet called atten- 
tion to what he described as the ‘“ embar- 
rassing position” of an officer ordered to 
carry out something plainly against the 
rules of war. If he disobeyed he was liable 
to gravest penalties from his own side, 
while if he obeyed he was liable at the 
conclusion of hostilities “for worse penal- 
ties.” The Admiral did not add, but no 
doubt meant, that this would happen only 
if the other side won. 


No further comment seems needed be- 
yond the statement that one of the few 
things on which the declarations of both 
East and West are in complete agreement 
is that nuclear warfare would be a crime 
against humanity. 


What then of those who can contemplate 
it ? 


Anniversaries 


Pie poe of the Sunday Observer were 
eminded last Sunday that much of the 
credit for the 
new status of 
probation 
officers (they 
Ma have been cele- 
j brating ‘“ Fifty 

4 Years of Pro- 
bation’) goes 
to “a grey, 
shy man in the 
m back ground, 
eat Frank Dawtry, 
faq who is’ Secre- 

x mtary of the 

National Roe of Probation Officers.” 

He has given many years of service to 
the Board of Peace News and to the 
National Council of the Peace Pledge 
Union, providing yet another answer to 
that frequently asked question: ‘ What 
do you pacifists actually do to put your 
principles into practice ? ” 

On the subject of anniversaries: Dora 
Dawtry (Frank’s wife) was presented with 
an autographed book from the Director's 
of Peace News recently in appreciation of 
her ten years of voluntary work running 
Housman’s Bookshop. 

And at Kingsway Hall last Sunday a 
large crowd gathered to celebrate Dr. 
Donald Soper’s 21 years at this famous 
West End Mission. 


Appeal 


IHE appeal by the Harrison Shipping 
Company against the decision of the 
Barry Magistrates to dismiss summonses 
against 17 seamen from the Barbados will 
be heard in a few days time, T understand. 
The hearing will be in the Divisional 
Court with Mr. Elwyn Jones, QC, appearing 
for the seamen, who refused to prepare 
their ship for a voyage to the Suez war 
zone last year. 


Plan with Chinese proverb 


“VEMo” is the title of a useful little 
publication issued by the Food and 

Agricultural Organisation from their Rome 
office “for non-technical readers interested 
in international efforts to overcome hunger 
and low living standards throughout the 
world.” 

{t should certainly be read by all engaged 
in the “ War on Want.” 

From a recent issue I culled this Chinese 
proverb : 

“Tf you plan for one year, plant rice; if 
you plan for ten years, plant trees; if you 
plan for a hundred years, educate people.” 


‘““What about a fully pacifist policy?” 


REFLECTIONS ON DEFE 
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CE 


by Commander Sir Stephen King-Hall 


The following article by Commander Sir Stephen King-Hall is reproduced 
by kind permission from the King-Hall News-Letter of April 24. Extra copies 
of this publication are available from 162 Buckingham Palace Rd., London, S.W.1. 


fF the defence of the free world can only be secured by physical 
means it is beyond dispute that the apparatus of defence which 
the British Government's White Paper on Defence destroys is out 
of date and beyond our means, and the new machinery fore- 
shadowed in the White Paper is less costly and more likely to be 


able to do the job. 


But the question on which the White Paper is silent is 
whether physical means are the only or even the best methods 


of defence. 


It is impossible to exaggerate the importance of this 
question and it seems wholly wrong to assume without any 
investigation that what may broadly be called military power 
is the only way in which defence can be made effective. 


Nor should we be impressed or 
unduly influenced by the fact that from 
the earliest known times to the present 
day, physical force and weapons from 
the spear to the atom bomb have been 
the outward and visible signs of defence. 


Our way of life 


A great many remarkable and unforeseen 
developments have taken place during the 
first half of this century and he would have 
been a bold man who in 1900 would have 
asserted that within 50 years wireless and 
television would become principal means of 
communicating ideas. 

Before looking into this matter we should 
try to answer the question: What is it we 
are endeavouring to defend? One could 
argue this at great length but the core of 
the matter is what is called “our way of 
life." The tension between the West and 
the Soviet Union is often and correctly 
described as an ideological struggle. We are 
desirous of defending an idea which is the 
notion that we should be free to order our 
lives in accordance with certain practices 
and principles of a democratic character. 


It is assumed that in order to be able to 
live this way of life we must enjoy national 
sovereignty and that if we were obliged to 
accept an alien government (say of a Com- 
munist country) we should lose our liberties. 
This has certainly been true in the past and 
was manifestly so in days when the victori- 
ous conqueror enslaved the whole popula- 
tion or else slaughtered the defeated group 
and. retreated with tangible booty such as 
women, cattle and solid goods. 


Victors’ position 

Today it is generally recognised that a 
victorious war cannot be expected to pay a 
cash dividend. On the contrary the plain 
facts emerging from two world wars is that 
after a short period of material suffering the 
vanquished emerge in a stronger economic 
position than that of the victors. The victors 
find themselves in the absurd position, for 
reasons which appear to be directly in their 
own interests, of having to finance the 
recovery of the vanquished and the more 
complete the physical losses of the enemy 
the more up-to-date is the new economy 
which rises from the ashes of defeat.* 


An interesting and recent example on a 
small scale of this phenomenon is to be seen 
in the experiences of the Kikuyu tribe in 
Kenya. The other tribes are saying with a 
deal of reason: “Look at the money and 
effort which are being expended on social 
services, rehabilitation, etc., for the Kikuyu. 
Is it necessary to stage a Mau Mau rebellion 
in order to receive all these good things?” 


An honest answer would be: “ Not neces- 


sarily, but it might be helpful!” 
There is another relatively new factor in 


*The late Earl Lloyd George told us that 
he had come to the conclusion that it was 
a great mistake to win a total military 
victory. 


history which must be taken into account. 
We seem to have reached a stage in 
military evolution in which resistance, 
both passive and active, of a civilian 
population which refuses to acknowledge 
defeat even though Its professional forces 
have been defeated or because it had no 

conventional forces to be defeated, is a 

new factor in war. 

Gandhi’s passive resistance campaign in 
India ; the German passive resistance which 
defeated the French in the Ruhr in the 
1920s; the Sinn Fein nationally supported 
terrorist campaign; the Israel victory over 
the British mandatory administration; the 
Algerian struggle ; the EOKA movement in 
Cyprus; the resistance movements against 
the Nazis, all belong to this new develop- 
ment. 


Defend an idea 


It seems to be of significance that all these 
“ civilian’ resistances were part of ideologi- 


-cal struggles and illustrated the truth of the 


saying that one can do most things with 
bayonets except sit on them. 

Tentative conclusions are as follows : 

(1) We aim to defend an idea, 

(2) There are some grounds for believing 
that an idea can prevail even when 
the opponents of the idea are physi- 
cally superior and able to occupy the 
territory of those defending the idea. 

(3) In the modern world a military vic- 
tory cannot produce an economic 
dividend. Still less can there be any 
profit in a military victory obtained 
by nuclear weapons. 


di 


S mentioned above it is 

generally taken for 

granted that the basis of defence against 

aggression must be military force. We 

have however reached an unprece- 

dented state of affairs in the evolution 

of destructive force through the inven- 
tion of nuclear weapons. 

They possess two characteristics which are 
novel. 

The first is that their destructive capa- 
city is so enormous that there is no 
practical physical means of defence 
against these weapons, 

This fact has been self-evident so far as 
the UK is concerned for several years but is 
now officially accepted. 

The second novel characteristic of these 
weapons is that each time one of them is 
tested there is an addition to the pollution 
of the earth's surface and atmosphere. 
Although the whole subject of fall-out and 

the strontium risk is a matter of scientific 
controversy there is agreement that if tests 
were carried out over a long period on a 
large scale the human race would probably 
exterminate itself in preparing to defend 
itself. 

The peculiar character of the nuclear 
weapon has given a very real meaning to 
the hallowed principle that all nations main- 


tain defence forces for protection against 
aggression. In the pre-nuclear age it was 
always said that the purpose of armed 
forces was to prevent war and there was 
some truth in the statement but the use of 
the word “deterrent” and the idea it 
expresses is a product of the nuclear age. 
It is insufficiently appreciated that our 
defence strategy is now based on the belief 
or hope that an idea will be effective and 
the idea can be summarised as follows: 
“Nuclear war would be mutual suicide. 
It is not rational to be suicidal, You-— 
the aggressor—can destroy us but your 
own destruction will be practically 
coincidental.” 


Vulnerability 


Unfortunately as I pointed out in News- 
Letter 1081 when discussing the White Paper 
on Defence, this theoretical argument may 
not be completely valid when applied to the 
particular case of the free world versus the 
Soviet Union for the following reasons. 

(1) Can we assume that the vulnerability 
of the UK-USA-Western Europe 
target is not greater than that of the 
Russian target? There are in my 
judgment reasons for fearing that 
there is a disbalance here. So far as 
the UK is concerned it has been 
authoritatively said that ten H-bombs 
of the Megaton size would reduce the 
country to chaotic ruin with millions 
of casualties. 1 find it hard to believe 
that a similar effect could be pro- 
duced in the huge areas of the Soviet 
Union. We assume that the principal 
cities and industrial areas of the 
Soviet Union including the oil fields 
could be smashed, but this would not 
obliterate the Russian State, A 
peasant economy would continue to 
Survive. 

(2) We are in the dilemma, which is one 
of the penalties of being democratic, 
that even in an acute crisis we cannot 
be the first to strike and this is par- 
ticularly true in the case of launching 
a nuclear attack. 

(3) Is there not a danger that the Rus- 

sians might gamble on the chance 
that if they launch an attack its 
devastating consequences would 
cripple the counter-attack? If one 
thinks thiy out we are in the strange 
position that at the best a small num- 
her of persons (the Government, 
whom we assume would be 70 feet 
underground) and the bomber force 
(or in a few years’ time the guided 
missile crews) would, a few hours 
after the Russian nuclear attack, be 
the only organised part of the 
nation They would presumably 
launch the counter-attack and inflict 
fearful damage on the Russians. 
It has never been very clear to me 
what benefit the millions of dead and 
dying in Britain would derive from 
this operation. When the nuclear 
attack was limited to the relatively 
small atomic bombs the conception 
of the broken-backed war made 
sense. But the H-bomb has blown 
the foundations out of that theory. 
One cannot have a_ broken-backed 
war if, instead of the joints of the 
back-bone being dislocated, the 
vertebra are disintegrated. 

The White Paper on Defence says cau- 
tiously: “It may well be that the initial 
nuclear bombardment and counter-bombard- 
ment by aircraft or rockets would be so 
crippling as to bring the war to an end 
within a few weeks or even days.” (Para 
24.) The italics are mine. 


Both devastated 


If one thinks this out one is forced to the 
conclusion that, bearing in mind the implica- 
tion in the statement that we are not to 
initiate the bombardment but only the 
counter-bombardment, the war for ail prac- 
tical purposes so far as the UK were con- 
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cerned would be at an end without the 
counter-bombardment, Indeed if one is to 
be absolutely realistic about this matter and 
think in terms of the long-range future of 
the human race and accept the virtual cer- 
tainty that the Russia of AD 2000 will not 
resemble that of 1955 we must consider two 
possible contingencies : 

(a) A state of affairs in which the UK 
is devastated but Russia is not be- 
cause for one reason or other the 
counter-attack is not launched, 

(b) A state of affairs in which the UK 
and Russia are both devastated, 

Are we certain that in terms of the long- 

range future of the human race (b) is pre- 
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*ferable to (a)? 


The deterrent 


I will not repeat here other qualifying 
reflections published in the News-Letter 
1081 about the efficacy of the deterrent but 
will summarise two of them: 

(a) If the deterrent idea works then we 
are back to conventional warfare, It 
has been argued for example that in 
World War 11 gas or bacteriological 
methods of war were not used be- 
cause neither side could see how to 
do so advantageously. But if we 
exclude nuclear warfare then there is 
unfortunately no doubt whatsoever 
that on sea, in the air and on land 
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DOES BRITAIN NEED HER 
ARMED FORCES ? 


Now, when people like Commander 
Sir Stephen King-Hall are asking for 
a close examination of non-violent 
resistance as an alternative to military 
defence, is the time to be distributing 
more copies of Peace News, 
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Royal Commission should study unarmed resistance 


the Russian forces are over- 
whelmingly stronger than those of 
NATO and likely to remain so. 


(b) To make up for this fact we have 
announced that we shall use nuclear 
weapons tactically. We have shown 
elsewhere that the distinction between 
tactical and strategical nuclear 
weapons is meaningless and that a 
“tactical” use develops inevitably 
into strategical nuclear war. Nor do 
I see on what grounds it can be 
assumed that the Russians will not 
own and employ tactical nuclear 
weapons. 


The arguments and facts set forth in 
this section II lead to the conclusion that 
the time-honoured theory that defence 
against physical aggression must take the 
form of physical means has worn very 
thin and needs to be regarded with much 
suspicion. 


Moreover experience has shown that 
aggression by the Communist States can 
also be political and since 1945 this form 
of aggression has been the most dangerous 
and insidious. Para. 27 of the White Paper 
on Defence writes about British responsibi- 
lities under the Bagdad Pact to prevent 
Communist encroachment and _ infiltration 
and goes on in the same paragraph to refer 
to bomber squadrons based in Cyprus cap- 
able of delivering nuclear weapons. The 
value of nuclear bombardments as a means 
of preventing (say) a Communist coup d’état 
in Persia is not clear to this writer. 


Tota! destruction 


Finally there is a theoretical or philo- 
sophic reason for doubting whether military 
force is any longer assuredly the best way 
to counter military aggression of a nuclear 
type. It is an established principle that to 
every form of attack there must exist a 
means of defence. We have now reached a 
stage in the.development of the attack 
which enables total destruction to be 
achieved and as it is physically impossible 
to put the whole of a modern social system 
100 feet underground and turn the United 
Kingdom into a nation of troglodytes it 
might seem at first glance that the principle 
has broken down. 


But it seems to have been forgotten 
that the principle does not say that 
the answer to an attack must be of 
the same order of things as the attack. 

If the answer to a nuclear attack creating 
total destruction is merely to enlarge the 
area of destruction nothing of value has 
been achieved. 

If however having reached the ne plus 
ultra of physical attack we are imaginative 
enough to realise that we have not simul- 
taneously reached the frontiers of human 
thought we should have no difficulty in 
moving forward beyond the physical into 
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the psychological. Let us see where such 
an exploratory journey might lead us. 


Ail 


[ INVITE the reader to put 

on one side all his pre- 

conceived notions about defence and 

start from the simple proposition that 

we desire to defend our way of life 

and would prefer not to do it by 
risking its utter destruction. 

Our way of life is menaced at this time 
by the actions and threats of the Com- 
munist powers. 

These actions and threats are the conse- 
quences of ideas and thoughts in the minds 
of the rulers of Russia. 


Kremlin’s wishes 


We have good reason to believe that the 
men in the Kremlin wish to destroy our 
way of life. Why? 

It is important to make an attempt to pin- 
point why the Russian Government wishes 
to destroy us. There is probably more than 
one reason and the following include the 
most likely ones: 

(1) Fear that it is the ultimate purpose of 
the Western powers to overthrow the 
Russian Government by force. Linked 
with this may be fear that Germans 
will exact revenge and re-conquer 
lost territories. 

(2) A missionary urge to spread Com- 
munism. We doubt whether this is 
really very powerful. It seems more 
likely that today the Communist creed 
is a convenient weapon in the 
armoury of Russian power politics of 
a nationalist character. 

(3) Fear that the principles and practices 
of the free world will subvert the 
loyalty of the Russian people to the 
Communist regime. 


Change the minds 


These are guesses and we must stress the 
extreme importance from the point of view 
of the new theory of defence we are sub- 
mitting for discussion of making every effort 
to ascertain accurately the psychological 
explanation which accounts for the hostile 
attitude towards the free world of those 
who at this time control the resources of 
the Russian people. 

For it is the essence of a defensive 
strategy which seeks security for the way 
of life it is designed to defend by operat- 
ing in the field of ideas, that there should 
be accurate information about the nature 
of the ideas which breed an aggressive 
attitude. 

However in default of the existence of 
better information which could probably be 
obtained if a substantial effort to do so was 
made by the free world, let us suppose that 
the three reasons given above contain at any 
rate some of the truth. 

Now the object of the new strategy of 
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defence is to change the minds of the men 
in the Kremlin. 

To those who will at once raise the cry 
that this is asking the impossible the reply 
must be: 

(a) They are human beings who have for 
one reason or another changed their 
minds on several occasions since 1945. 

(b) Through the policy of the nuclear 
deterrent we hope—and some people 
believe—we are already operating on 
their minds and influencing their 
thoughts. If we are not the deterrent 
idea has failed. 

If our strategy should be to change the 
minds of the men in the Kremlin how is 
this to be achieved tactically? There seems 
to us to be two broad lines of approach : 
the direct and the indirect. 

The direct approach consists in doing 
things which might make an immediate 
impact on the minds of the rulers; the 
indirect approach is composed of policies 
designed to influence the minds of the 
masses in the Communist-controlled 
countries. 

At this moment we are disposed to think 
that as part of our psychological campaign 
for defence there are strong arguments for 
considering whether the UK should not 
announce unilaterally that it will nor carry 
out any further tests and that the forth- 
coming test will be abandoned. 


Educational campaign 


Something dramatic and easily 
understood by mankind needs to be 
done to break the deadlock and arrest 
the drift to disaster. 

Do the chiefs of staff really believe that 
an announcement of this nature would leave 
the UK more defenceless against nuclear 
attack than it is at present? 

Are we to suppose—assuming the deter- 
rent idea to be better than we believe it to 
be—that the Americans have not sufficient 
H- and A-bombs for use on behalf of the 
free world? If we have some know-how 
exclusively British, give it to the Americans: 

Having taken this step we should use it as 
the starting point for a tremendous and 
world-wide educational campaign explaining 
the horrors of nuclear war, the dangers of 
tests, etc., and say: “ Now you can see why 
Her Majesty’s Government has taken a 
lead and perhaps risks in this matter.” 

I picture a sum of £100,000,000 being 
spent on this propaganda which ought to 
be an all-party effort. I refuse absolutely to 
admit that given imagination, energy and 
funds the great educational campaign should 
not penetrate beyond the iron curtain. 

In this connection and beginning with the 
satellite States a really great effort 
(£50,000,000) should be made to increase 
contacts with the masses in those countries. 
Every effort should be made to organise 
exchange visits between young people on a 
very large scale. We should put as much 
effort and money into this kind of thing as 
we do into a nuclear-bomb test. 


Conventional forces 


No doubt these ideas will be very startling 
to many people but we beg and entreat them 
to remember that we are faced today with 
the old problem of defence in a completely 
novel setting. 

It is almost as novel as if we woke up 
one day to find that this world of ours was 
liable to aggression from another planet. 
Our present problem is of this novel nature. 
I said recently that the White Paper was a 
good bite at half the cherry. The argument 
that a very large part of our defence expen- 
diture and effort should be concentrated on 
the field of political warfare takes us into 
three-quarters of the cherry. What about 
the rest of it? 2 

The Manchester Guardian wrote on April 
15 that ‘ Dependence on the ultimate deter- 
rent is inevitable.” It went on to say that 
the alternative was ‘“‘ conventional forces on 
a massive scale” or “a fully pacifist policy.” 
A point worth thinking about is that if we 
succeed in producing some form of stand- 
still in development of nuclear weapons and 
do not succeed in making progress with 
disarmament in conventional weapons are 
we likely to be able to persuade the people 
of the West to stand the racket of “ conven- 
tional forces on a massive scale”? We 
doubt it. 


What about a fully pacifist policy? 

The truth is that this possibility has 
never been thoroughly examined from a 
strictly political-strategical angle. The 
“ pacifist” policy has usually been 
defended from a moral point of view. 

I am thinking of a policy which it 
would be more accurate to call “ defence 
by passive resistance.” 

I am not saying it would work. I am 
saying that no one has thoroughly studied 
its possibilities in the light of the novel 
and unprecedented defence problem which 
now faces the UK, Western Europe and 
to a lesser extent the USA. 

This may be the remaining quarter of 
the cherry. 

In order to find out some more about 
this I have reached the conclusion that a 
Royal Commission should be established 
with the task of expressing an opinion 
upon the problem of whether our way of 
life could be defended by passive resist- 
ance and if so what the plan should be. 
If a Royal Commission is not considered 
to be the best instrument then a special 
committee of the Imperial Defence Col- 
lege should be put on to the job. 


Gandhi’s influence 

We have said quite bluntly in the White 
Paper that we cannot afford our present 
expenditure on defence. We have made 
heavy cuts in our conventional forces and 
transferred our faith to nuclear weapons 
with all the imponderables and unknowns 
which go with them. 

I remarked to a well-known MP: “ Sup- 
pose Great Britain only had three air-borne 
divisions, a few tactical aircraft and a very 
small navy what would happen apart from 
the obvious and immense gain to our 
economy?” 

He replied: “ My first reflection is that 
our influence in the world would at once 
decline "—he paused and added—“ at least 
I suppose it would.” 

Is this certain? Gandhi's influence rose 
with the rise of passive resistance; so did 
that of the African bus boycotters, 

Has it or can it be proved that a United 
Kingdom with an intelligent and sophisti- 
cated population educated to regard a 
national plan of passive resistance as the 
defence Policy of the country would lose 
influence? I think there is a case for a very 
thorough investigation of this matter, 
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a monthly column by 
STUART MORRIS — 


The doubts justified 


HE editor of the British Weekly, discuss- 
ing the information that Press reports 
of the Archbishop of Canterbury's interven- 
tion in the British Council of Churches H- 
bomb debate got them out of proportion, 
says that he regards it of importance that 
Christian councils should stop talking vague 
and universally-spread goodwill. Pious, 
vague resolutions without meaning in 
general and without particular reference are 
an ill service to the Churches in so far as 
they may persuade Christians that through 
them the Churches are participating respons- 
ibly in political life. 

The debate on nuclear weapons in the 
recent General Assembly of Unitarian and 
Free Churches seems to have been typical 
of discussions in official Church gatherings. 
What The Times calls “the moderates among 
the anti-bomb contingent” carried a motion 
which called for an end of nuclear tests on 
genetic grounds, but expressed no opinion 
on the rights and wrongs of making or 
using nuclear weapons as instruments of 
deterrence. An amendment which would 
have urged the Government to set a moral 
example to the world by renouncing nuclear 
weapons altogether, was defeated, if only bv 
a small majority. 

In a similar way. the forthcoming British 
tests divided the Annual Assembly of the 
Baptist Union of Great Britain and Ireland, 
which rejected by five votes an amendment 
which would have called upon the Govern- 
ment to abandon the forthcoming tests, and 
carried with only two dissensions a motion 
which appealed to the Government to make 
renewed efforts to reach agreement with the 
USA and USSR for the prohibition of the 
manufacture of nuclear weapons, with safe- 
guards for international inspection and con- 
trol. 


Pope’s message 


In an Easter message the Pope listed the 
peaceful uses to which nuclear discoveries 
were being put, but warned his hearers that 
there was grave danger that they might be. 
even unexpectedly, engulfed in a storm. In 
a note handed to Mr. Matsushita, the special 
envoy of the Japanese Prime Minister, after 
an audience three days later, the Pope urged 
that the leaders of all nations and faiths 
should master and use nuclear energy in the 
service of man instead of wasting efforts in 
a terrifying and costly race towards death. 
The note was accompanied by a list of 
speeches in which the Pope had consistently 
condemned the use of atomic energy for war 
purposes. 

Nevertheless, the Pope has never called on 
Catholics to renounce war and the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop of Westminster in a 
recent sermon said ‘‘ There is no Christian 
principle which bids a man lay aside all 
means of self-defence against the unjust 
aggressor who seeks his life. What is true 
of individuals is true of nations. They have 
the right to defend themselves. ” 


At home 


The News Chronicle recently ran a series 
of articles on the religious condition of the 
British people, which is of additional inter- 
est in the light of such an analysis. The 
articles were based upon the results of a 
Gallup poll, which went to show that 
although 78 percent among over-twenties 
asserted a belief in God, only 14 percent 
went to church on Sundays. 

The Manchester Guardian suggests that 
that is because so many feel “uncommitted, ” 
and refers not only to the unattractiveness 
of much of public worship, but to the 
popular view of the place of religion in 
politics. Fifty-three percent of those inter- 
viewed expressed a dangerously narrow 
view both of Christianity and politics by 
saying that in their judgment the Church 
should keep out of politics. 

* But, ” comments the Manchester Guard- 
ian. “how can ‘ Thy will be done in earth’ 
unless men are ready to apply Christ's 
teaching to politics ?™ 

In spite of the view of the 53 percent T 
would suggest that a fundamental dfficulty 
is not so much the view that the Church 
should not interfere in politics, but that so 
many of the “ uncommitted * have I'tfle use 
for such pronouncements as the Church 
does make. Thev have grave doubts ahout 
a Church which does not give a clear moral 
lead on important issues. 


Christians and 
the H-bomb 


A PLEA for Christians—‘“ unhappily and 

= uncomfortably uncertain” —- to face 
“openly and definitely” the “spiritual 
question ” posed by the hydrogen-bomb has 
been issued by The Rev. C. G. Wilson, 
member of the governing body of the Angli- 
can Pacifist Fellowship and Vicar of St. 
Saviour’s Great Moor Stockport, in the 
latest bulletin of the Anglican Pacifist 
Fellowship. 


Mr, Wilson points out that the Hydro- 
gen bomb clarifies “ the real issue’ more 
sharply than “the general question of 
pacifism ” and creates the situation in 
which Christians can consider “ whether 
the followers of Jesus Christ can be 
associated with it in any way whatsoever 
without denying His teaching and His 
Cross...” 

He suggests that a date could be set on 
which “ meetings should be held in all the 
parishes of the Anglican Communion in 
every part of the world” in which “the 
ordinary members of the Church would meet 
together, not to engage in intellectual argu- 
ment but to wait upon God and to face this 
most vital spiritual problem instead of 
evading it any longer. 


RESPONSE OF THE CHURCH 


“The response to such an appeal might 
be immensely surprising.” 

By “bringing the Church together, on a 
point where there is real anxiety and desire 
for guidance, surely we should have fulfilled 
the most important task of Christian paci- 
fism,” he wrote. He believed that “the 
challenge of Christian pacifism would be 
brought before the Church in a way that it 
never has been since the time of the Roman 
persecutions. At all events, my personal 
belief is that it is towards such a moment as 
this that the Christian pacifist has been 
working for the past half-century.” 


NIGERIAN LEADERS 
AGREE 


Peace News correspondent 

IACED with the forthcoming Nigerian 
constitutional conference in London, 

Chief Awolowo, Dr. Azikiwe, and the 
Sardauna of Sokoto, Premiers of the 
three regions of Nigeria, met privately in 
Government House, Lagos, to discuss the 
future of their country. Without issuing 
a formal statement in precise terms they 
let it be known that they had reached 
complete agreement about federal inde- 
pendence. 
thus seems likely that Nigeria will follow 
Ghana into independence in 1959. It 
remains uncertain whether in the mean- 
time any of the regions will claim regional 
independence, and the relation of the 
regions to the federation as a whole is 
still of vital importance. 

Many people in Nigeria hold that strong 
regional development is standing in the 
way of national unity ; they would prefer 
to see the regions broken into smaller 
States. There is general hope that the 
national leaders will see their way to 
greater co-operation. 
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FROM A WINDOW IN 


HIROSHIMA 


PEACE NEWS reader sends the 
~™ following extract from a_ letter 
sent by a friend in Hiroshima on 
April 18. 


From my window 1 can see the 
Hiroshima War Memorial (where the 
A-bomb fell). Two A-bomb victims are 
sitting beside it on a bamboo-mat as rigid 
and still as two dolls, and they will be 
sitting there for four hours more—till 
they are relieved by another “ team” of 
Hiroshimans, protesting against the use 
of nuclear weapons and the proposed 
tests this summer on Christmas Island. 


In Hiroshima no-one thinks or talks 
of anything else, which is understandable 
when one visits the new little hospital 
here for A-bomb victims and realises 
what the bomb did to people. New words 
would have to be invented to describe 
their sufferings. What baffles these people 
—what baffles me—is that we still talk 

3 of nuclear warfare... 
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Inspired by Dr. Schweitzer 


TEN years ago Mr. and Mrs. Larimer 
Mellon read about Dr. Schweitzer 
while on their ranch in Arizona, USA. 
Although in their early forties, they were 
so moved by what they read that they 
decided to emulate Dr. Schweitzer’s dedi- 
cated life. 
Mr. Mellon qualified over 7 years as a 
doctor and Mrs. Melion trained in hos- 
pital management. With $2,000,000 of 
their own they decided to build a 
Schweitzer hospital and eventually chose 
Haiti because of the primitive conditions 
of life in the island where malnutrition 
diseases abound. 
Three years ago the Haitian Govern- 
ment gave the Mellons a stretch of 


ground on a hillside in the Artibonite 
Valley. Here the hospital was built with 
many modern innovations. 

It specialises in the treatment and 
feeding of children who arrive in various 
stages of malnutrition. There is also a 
section for the treatment of tuberculosis 
and a small dental hospital is kept very 
busy. Last year over 6,000 patients were 
treated. 

Mr. Mellon says that it is Schweitzer’s 
doctrine of reverence for life in the most 
primitive that caused him to make his 
venture. 

The Mellons are paying all the 
expenses of running the hospital beside 
taking their full share of the work. 


FENNER BROCKWAY MP IN GREECE 


A FEW days ago I stood on the Acro- 

polis in Athens, under the shadow 
of the Parthenon, overlooking the 
Pelasgic Wall and amidst Temples 
which dated from 500 years before 
Christ. 


Here was the cradle of European culture. 
Here Socrates and Pericles were seeking 
Truth and Beauty when the peoples of 
Britain were yet barbarians. 

How the wheel of fate has turned! The 
Mediterranean and the Middle East, where 
Western civilisation and the human values 
of Greece, Rome and Christianity were 
born, now include territories whose peoples 
suffer from the denial of human rights more 
critically than in any part of the world. The 
Mediterranean and the Middle East are now 
the centre of the struggle for human equal- 
itv and freedom. 


Privilege 


As I stood on the Acropolis I could not 
help remembering that even in ancient 
Greece the 21,000 free citizens lived on the 
labour of 400,000 slaves. I wondered how 
many slaves were crushed to death lifting 
the great boulders to the incredible heights 
to which the pillars of the Parthenon rise. 
The liberty and luxury of the few rested 
on the oppression of the many. So it still 
is. Neither Truth nor Beauty nor Freedom 
nor Justice will mean anything to the mil- 
lions of mankind until privilege and 
domination end. 

In this centuries long struggle the same 
Mediterranean and Middle East are the front 
line. In North Africa the Algerian people 
fight against a decadent French colonialism. 
On the island of Cyprus the right of a fad- 
ing imperial Britain to determine the fate 
of a politically enslaved people is being 
finally challenged. In the Middle East the 
Arab peoples resist with growing determina- 
tion the economic might and military inter- 
vention of the Great Powers, arrogant in 
their strength. oe 

It is not only the issue of political free- 
dom which is being decided here. It is the 
issue of peace. 

Why does France cling so desperately to 
its possession of Algeria ? Because North 
Africa. as the World War showed (and it 


would be even truer in an atomic war) must 
be the scene of strategic retreat when Europe 
is overrun or destroyed. 

Why does Britain cling to Cyprus? 
Because it is the base from which nuclear 
weapons would be let loose on southern 
Russia and troops be parachuted to Egypt 
and Syria. 

The conflict to control the Middle East 
has now become the major danger to world 
peace. America has not hesitated to replace 
the broken power of Britain and France, 
partly to protect her vast economic interests 
in oil, partly to meet the threat of spread- 
ing Russian influence. The threat of World 
War hangs in deep, dark clouds over the 
Middle East. 


Israel 


Yet all that the peoples of Algeria and 
Cyprus and the Middle East demand is that 
they shall be able to live and control their 
own lives, free from the domination of any 
outside Power, whether it be America or 
Russia or the still assertive Britain and 
France. 

No, that is not quite true. The Arab 
nations of the Middle East prejudiced their 
own claims by their enmity to Israel. They 
have some justification in history, but Israel 
is now a fact and by its social achievements 
could be an example to the whole of the 
Middle East. One dreams of a time when 
Israel will be welcomed as part of a Middle 
East Federation of the Arab nations. Im- 
mediately, one can say only that the danger 
of an attack on Israel will be lessened if 
the frustration of the Arab peoples within 
their own territories is removed. 

In Athens I met representatives of the 
Greek Committee against Colonialism. One 
consequence of their concern about Cyprus 
has been that the Greek people have become 
colonial-conscious :_ they are now feeling 
a solidarity with all peoples struggling for 
freedom. 

One important decision was reached dur- 
ing our discussions. In November a con- 
ference will be held in Athens representing 
national democratic movements from all the 
countries of the Mediterranean and the 
Middle East. In Africa the voice of 
Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia, Libya, and Egypt 
will be united with the anti-colonial voice 


in France, Italy, Yugoslavia and Greece. 
The peoples’ movements of the Middle East 
will be there. Together they will plan com- 
mon action for their freedom. 

So once again in Athens the claims of 
freedom and justice will be asserted, claims 
whose realisation are destined to crown the 
culture and civilisation to which Greece 
gave birth 2,500 years ago. 

(Copyright in India and Africa reserved 
to author) 
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The Communists and peace 

FW\HE Communist Party was true to its own 

nature as a militaristic party in rejecting 
the recommendation that conscription be 
abolished and in refusing to ask Russia to 
stop testing H-bombs. 

It exists to organise class war, to conquer 
power by armed insurrection when the class 
war has been hotted up sufficiently to pro- 
duce ‘“a_ revolutionary situation.” To 
repudiate these ideas is to repudiate the 
basic tenets of Marxist-Leninism and Stalin- 
ism. 

For the British Communists to ask Russia 
to stop testing H-bombs would mean 
repudiating the international class war and 
the concept that the USSR is the vanguard 
of world proletarian revolution by violence, 
although the Russians long since abandoned 
that concept. 

The Communists of Britain would also 
regard the idea of unilateral disarmament by 
the USSR as an invitation to the “ capitalist 
work” to destroy her. 

This is a natural derivative of the mili- 
taristic nature of its doctrine, the militaristic 
nature of its structure and function. It 
rejects freedom of thought and is an enemy 
of peace. How can a party founded to wage 
class warfare advocate social peace except 
with its tongue in its cheek ? It cannot and 
it doesn’t. 

In this matter the Communists are in the 


Letters 


same kind of dilemma as all political parties 
and Christians, too, who advocate social 
peace and national “ defensive war,” hydro- 
gen bombs in stock and rocket bases on all 
frontiers. 


Peace means social co-operation in all the 
means and ways of life. Communists cannot 
honestly work for peace in the name of the 
class war doctrines of the Gods of the 
Communist Movement. 


Nor can the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
the Government, and the Labour Opposition, 
honestly preach social peace and wage 
“defensive war.” 


For peace means sociad co-operation as a 
means of living together in any community 
and war means social disintegration inspired 
by hate and fear culminating in catastrophe 
and the peace of death—-J. T. MURPHY, 
7 Broughton Gdns., London, N.6. 


Kashmir 


MUST not use your space to discuss 
personal matters. But I would like to 
assure readers of Peace News that I have 
not, as Reginald Reynolds fears, been “ con- 
verted to other opinions” about imperial- 
ism (PN, April 18). 
My point is that there is no question of 
imperialism in Kashmir. It is not a case of 


a people “ struggling to be free,” and being 
held by force majeure under alien rule. 
Kashmir has for long formed part of a larger 
State, India. 


India has been divided into two States ; 
one based on religious exclusiveness—to the 
extent of persecution and massacre—with a 
foreign policy of blind anti-Communism; the 
other a democratic State giving full equality 
to men of all religions, with a foreign policy 
based on a refusal to be tied to either Great 
Power bloc. J still hope that Mr. Nehru will 
be successful in keeping Kashmir as a part 
of this las.—FRANK HORRABIN, 16 
Endersleigh Gdns., Hendon, N.W.4, 


This correspondence is now closed. 


Gandhi’s opponents 


TL NHAPPILY your Peace News of 
January 4, 1957, did not reach me 
before today. (It was forwarded to Italy 
and then sent back to Oslo.) In that issue 
I find a section headed ‘A child's life of 
Gandhi,” from a MS by Gertrude Murray. 
Much in this portrait of Gandhi and his 
opponents I find admirable, but would 
Gandhi have found it true? I do not think 
so. 
Concerning the first bomb thrown at 
Gandhi in Delhi it is said “ A madman—for 


MEN WHO MADE THE A-BOME 


By Hilda von Klenze 


Hilda von Klenze wrote a short notice of HELLER ALS TAUSEND SONNEN in Peace 


News, March 1. 


Here she reviews in full this book which gives the background to the 


discovery of nuclear fission and refers to several of the German scientists who have 


refused to manufacture the H-bomb. 


Heller als Tausend Sonnen (Brighter than 
and Goverts, Stuttgart, Germany.) 


‘ 


a thousand suns), Robert Jungk. (Scherz 


"THE discovery of nuclear fission resulted from research by many scientists 
who were in constant communication with each other, and it is hard to 


say who took the final step. 


Early in 1939 the young physicist, O, R. Frisch, a refugee from Germany working 
with Niels Bohr in Copenhagen, became the first to interpret correctly the results of 
some experiments by Otto Hahn and to point to possible future developments. 


When colleagues were discussing the practical implications of his discovery, Hahn 


himself is reported to have exclaimed “ But 
God cannot will this.” 


In the period between the two world wars, 
international teams of scientists had pursued 
the mystery of the atom with untiring 
devotion and never a thought of destruction, 
nor had there been any secrecy about their 
work. 


But when Hitler broke up the teams in 
Germany by expelling the Jews, and the 
scientists who remained, although they 
resented his action, apparently did little to 
oppose him, suspicion, mistrust and hostility 
began to gnaw at the friendly ties which 
hitherto had united scientists all over the 
world. 


Meanwhile the United States had become 
the home of some of the most brilliant 
scientific minds exiled from Germany and 
Eastern Europe. 


Perhaps later events can only be under- 
stood when seen against the dark back- 
ground of humiliation and suffering endured 
by some of them before they found refuge 
in America, and it is not too fanciful to say 
that the terrible harvest of. Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki sprang from the evil seeds of anti- 
semitism in Europe. 


* 


Leo Szilard, a Hungarian by birth, first 
suggested to his American colleagues that it 
was no longer safe to publish new dis- 
coveries in the ficld of atomic research, and 
the American physicist W. P. Bridgeman 
announced early in 1939 that he would allow 
no scientists from totalitarian countries 
access to his laboratory. “ The citizen of 
such a state,” he explained, ‘‘ has ceased to 
be a free agent. He can be forced to any- 
thing that suits the purposes of the State.” 


In the event, the free citizens of the United 
States and other democracies developed the 
atomic bomb and acquiesced, some of them 
indeed reluctantly, in its use against Japan, 
while in totalitarian Russia Peter Kapitza 
and probably others openly refused to work 
on the bomb, and foremost scientists in 
Germany deliberately dragged their feet so 


that Hitler might not get possession of such 


a weapon. 


One of them said later “In the summer of 
1939 it would still have been possible to 
prevent the construction of atomic bombs 
if twelve people had agreed to do so.” But 
by then the basis of mutual trust on which 
alone such an agreement could have been 
built no longer existed. 


In July 1939 Leo Szilard and Eugen 
Wigner visited Einstein and persuaded him 
to sign a letter to President Roosevelt urging 
the American Government to go ahead with 
the development of atomic bombs, 

It is not clear whether Einstein actually 
drafted this letter or merely signed it. 
After the war he said “If I had known that 
the Germans would not succeed in building 


BOOKS 


the atomic bomb, I would not have lifted a 
finger.” But the letter was sent, and 
Roosevelt decided to act. 


At about the same time German scientists 
founded the unofficial “ Uranium Union” 
whose members agreed to do anything short 
of openly refusing to build an atomic bomb, 
to prevent Hitler obtaining this weapon. 

When a scientist who was not yet in the 
know expressed anxiety at learning that re- 
search was going on into the problems of 
chain reaction, a member of the Union 
reassured him: 

““My dear colleague, no one invents any- 
thing they don't wish to invent.” 


* 

Luckily for them Hitler, who had a deep 
distrust of experts in general and scientists 
in particular, unwittingly supported the 
Union's passive resistance by repeatedly 
pouring scorn on the whole idea of atomic 
weapons and refusing to make means 


available for research, 

Even in the United States the course of 
nuclear bombs was by no means smooth in 
the earlier stages. But once it had been 
taken up in earnest, work progressed rapidly 
and under the utmost secrecy. During the 
war with Germany any stirrings of con- 
science could be overcome by the argument 
that at all costs the Allies must complete 
the bomb before Hitler did. 

After VE Day, when it was discovered 
that the Germans had been nowhere near 
developing atom bombs, work in America 
still went on in order, it was said, to show 
the world the destructive power of nuclear 
fission and thus to safeguard peace in the 
future, and because it would be useful to 
find out more about atomic energy, so that 
it could later be employed for peaceful 
purposes. 

But the real reason why the work was 
continued and progressed from A-bombs to 
H-bombs is probably contained in the 
revealing words of the Italian-born scientist, 
Enrico Fermi, “ Don’t bother me with your 
scruples, it’s such lovely physics,” and 
Robert Oppenheimer’s statement, “In all 
such matters it is my opinion that if you 
see something that is technically sweet, you 
go for it and do it, and consideration of 
what ought to be done with it comes later 
when you have had your technical success.” 

However. in the spring of 1945 Leo 
Szilard asked Einstein's signature to another 
letter to Roosevelt in which he pointed out 
the grave dangers of an atomic arms race 
and begged the President not to use the 
atomic bomb for the sake of a short-lived 
military success which would inevitably have 
Serious political repercussions. The letter 
never reached Roosevelt who died a few 
days after it had been dispatched, 


* 

The first test explosion on July 16, 1944, 
near Los Alamos shook the creators of the 
bomb more than they had expected, and 
agitation grew among the initiated, against 
the use of the bomb on Japan, but it was 
too late. 

“And thus,” comments Robert Jungk in 
his book HELLER ALS TAUSEND SONNEN 
(BRIGHTER THAN A THOUSAND SUNS), “a 
thousand individual actions of the greatest 
conscientiousness finally added up to the 
sum total of an appalling act of collective 
unscrupulousness.” 

If ever men incurred a tragic guilt by 
following an urge too strong to resist and 
persuading themselves that they were doing 
their duty, it was the scientists who worked 
with almost religious fervour to fashion the 
most ghastly instrument of death that man- 
kind has yet devised. If proof were needed 
that evil means will lead to evil ends, how- 
ever pure the intentions of those who wicld 
them, the story of the atomic bomb pro- 
vides it. 


surely he must have been a madman--had 
tried to kill the Father of India ....’ Those 
who tried to kill Gandhi, were they mad? 
Is there any evidence of insanity or patho- 
logical traits? 


In the same section I find also the follow- 
ing: “‘He (Gandhi) died because there are 
in the world some men so evil that they 
hate goodness . . .” Does this mean that 
those who tried to kill Gandhi were par- 
ticularly evil men? That Gandhi could not 
have made them abstain from violence if he 
had had still more spiritual power, more 
time to spend on them? 


In chapter 22 “ Opposition and assault ”’ 
in his SATYAGRAHA IN SOUTH AFRICA and in 
numerous later writings, Gandhi has tned 
to explain to us why some men resorted to 
violence, in their opposition against his 
policies. Gandhi seems to me just and caJm 
in his description of his violent opponents. 
Much of his success rests, maybe, upon his 
ability not to look upon opponents as 
“evil? men. 


If we picture Gandhi's opponents in 
darker colours than he did himself, and 
history warrants us to do, we undo perhaps 
part of what he established in his search 
for truth—-ERVINE NAESS, Institute of 
Philosophy, University of Oslo, Norway, 


USSR and H-tests 


TN your “H-Test in brief” you give a 

4 purely negative statement by Pravda 
against unilateral stopping of tests, but 
you do not mention the vital fact that 
only the USSR among the bomb-produc- 
ing Powers has been calling for the joint 
stopping of the tests since the middle of 
last year. Surely our next step should be 
to force our own Government to go at 
least as far as the Russians on this issue. 

—PAT SLOAN, The British Soviet 
Friendship Society, 36 Spencer St, 
London, E.C.1. 


Essay competition 


Hi AM obliged to the Editor for his “ Note- 

book” reference to the Essay Competi- 
tion which I am sponsoring personally in the 
USA where contests have a great vogue. I 
hope many more will offer hospitality even 
for periods so short as a week and to be 
guides anywhere for part of the time for 
the very young persons who will be coming 
to Britain. 


But please insert this correction in the 
correspondence columns, Offers should not 
be addressed to the Friends World Com- 
mittee. It is only an accommodation address 
for my prolonged mission of peace through 
fellowship of which the Essay Contest is but 
a part—CHARLES MARLAND, c/o 
Friends World Committee, 20 South 12th St., 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
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DIARY 


As this is a free service we reserve the right to 
select for publication notices sent in. We nevertheless 
desire to make it as complete a service as we reason- 
ably can, and therefore urge organisers of everts to: 


1. Send notices to arrive not Jater than Mor, i .m. 
2. Include: Date, TOWN, Time, Place (hall. 
Street); mature of event; speakers, organisers (and 


secretary's address). 
Sunday, May 12 
7.45 p.m.: Friends 
Crown St. Report, AGM of PPU. 
LONDON, W.C.L: 3.30 p.m. Friends Int. Centre, 
32 Tavistock Sq.. Euston. Pacifist: Universalist Service. 
Discourse by Maulud Ahmad Khan. PPU Religion 
Comunission. 


ABERDEEN : Mis. Ho., 97 


FoR and PPU. 


Monday, May 13 
SOUTHAMPTON +: 7.30 p.m. Friends Mtg. Ho., 
Ordnance Rd. Mr. B.C. Bevis, ‘‘The H-Bomb Fests." 
PPL. 
Tuesday, May 14 


LEIGH, LANCS: 7.45 p.m.; Friends Mtg. Ho., 78 
The Avenuc. Public Mecting, Rev. W. Pelv. FoR. 


MANCHESTER: 7.30) p.m. Manchester Central 
Group meets at 36 Coleridge Rd., Old Tratford. PPU. 


Wednexday, May 15 


EDMONTON : 8 p.m. Church Parlour, Independent 
Church, Knights Lane, Gp. AGM. Dr. A, L, Basham. 
Ph.D... Reader in Indian History. University of Lon- 
don, ‘Pacifism in Indian Religiaus Thought.’ Ques- 
tions and discussion after break for fight refreshments. 
All welcome. PPU, 


LONDON, S.W.4: 7.30 p.m, 
27) Claphum Park Rd., Clapham Common (& mins, 
from Tube stn.). Syhil) Morrison and Chairman Lon- 


don Area PPU. Re-formation of Gp. Balham, Brixton, 
Clapham and Tooting District. PPU. 


Thursday, May 16 


Labour Party H.Q. 


LONDON, W.C.1 + 7.30 p.m.; Dick Sheppard House, 
6 Endsleigh St... Dennis Lovelace of the Council for 
War on Want, PYAG, 

LONDON, W.C.1:) 1.20 p.m. Lunch-hour Service 
in St. George the Martyr, Queen Square, Southampton 
Row, Talk by Mrs. Helen Vellacott on the work of 
~ Friendship House "* in Germany. 


Saturday, Muay 14 


EXETER : 2.45 p.m. Poster Parade avainst H-bomb 
. Starting from Friends Mecting House, Maudalen 


te 


St. Friends, Exeter Peace Movement members and 
others, 
Monday, May 20 
ULPMINSTER : & p.m. Windmill Hall, public mi 


“Atoms for Peace or War?’ DPD. G. Arnott, Cllr. 
J. W. Bush (Conservative), Donald Paterson (Liberal), 
Jo Richardson (Labour). Hornchurch and Dist. Wav 
to Peace Group, $2 Fleet Ave., Upminster 


Wednesday, May 22 


EPSOM: 8 p.m; Red Cross Hatt, 117 East St. (near 
Baths). H-homb protest miz, John Loverseed, AFC, 
C. D., Legon. BA. Speeches. followed by questions and 
discussions, Epsom and District Peace Fellowship. 


Thursday, May 23 


HAMPSTEAD : 8 p.m. Friends Meeting House, 120 
Heath Street, N.W.3 (upstairs in library) Stuart Mor- 
ris, Secretary, PPU, “What Kind of Force Should the 
United Nations Have?" PPU. 

Saturday, June 1 


LONDON. W.C.1V: 3 p.m.-5.30 p.m. Friends Inter- 
nuttonal Centre, 32 Tavistock Square, “The Work of 
Unevco and the Teaching of History.” W. E, Payne. 
M-A, Tea 4 p.m. 6d. Education Commission, PPU 
Sec.. Jone Burgess, 9 West Street, Hertford, Herts, 
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Every weels £ 
SATURDAYS AND SUNDAYS 


LONDON: Weekend ~Workcamps, cleaning 
redecorating the homes of old-age pensioners. 
T2 Oukley Sq.. London, NW. 1, 


MONDAYS 


SHIPLEY: 9 7.18 p.m. Shipley Group in new 
premises in Labour Party Rooms, Westgate, Shipley. 


TUESDAYS 


MANCHESTER : 1-20 p.m: 
Christian pacihst open-air 
ministers and others. MPE, 


WEDNESDAYS 


KIDBROOKE : 8 p.m.; 141 Woolacombe Rd. Talks, 
plass, discussion. music, radio, cee. Fellowship Party, 


THURSDAYS 


LEYTONSTONE +: 8 p.m.: Friends Mtg. Ifo. Bush 
Road. E.10 and £.11 Group. PPU, 

LONDON, W.C.12 7.00 nom.: Dick Sheppard Ho.,, 
6 Endsleigh St. PYAG. 


LONDON, W.C.1 2 1.20°1.40 p.m; Church of St. 
George the Martyr, Queen Sq., Southampton Row. 
Weekly lunch-hour Service of Intercession for World 
Peace. Conducted by Clergy and laymen of different 
denominations, 


and 
IvSP 


Deansgate 
mtg. Local 


Blitz Site. 
Methodist 


PRINTING 


MAGAZINES PAMPHLETS 
NEWSLETTERS + POSTERS 
Reports, Balance Sheets, and 


all Commercial Printing 


Enquiries receive prompt attention. 


C. A. BROCK & Co. 


LIMITED 
79 Southern Row, London, W.10 


Schweitzer, world opinion and 
nuclear weapons 


TO THE EDITOR 


A MERE mortal must always’ be 
“™ conscious of his temerity if he should 
disagree with a genius like Dr, Schweitzer. 
Nevertheless, I must put on record my belief 
that a general appeal to world public opinion 
such as Dr, Schweitzer has issued, may 
actually impede the results he wishes to 
achieve. 


All the decisions, since 1942, to make 
atomic weapons have been taken very reluc- 
tantly. Roosevelt, on Einstein’s advice, first 
ordered the production of the atomic bomb 
when he knew the Germans were trying to 
make one, and believed that unless the 
democracies got it first they risked defeat 
by the Nazis. 


Thereafter, the Russians were compelled 
to produce similar or better bombs for fear 
that if they did not they might be attacked 
and defeated by the “ capitalist nations.” 


Truman then ordered the production of 
the American H-bomb because he knew the 
Russians were making one, and believed 
that unless the USA also had them the 
democracies risked being attacked and 
defeated by the Communists. 


Then in 1953 Britain decided to make her 
own H-bomb, partly because Parliament 
believed that Britain had a moderating part 
to play in international diplomacy which 
she could only do successfully if she were 
also a great (nuclear) Power, and partly for 
squalid prestige reasons. 


Thus the rat race began; somehow or 
another the human race must now end it. 
The cardinal question to answer is this: 
at what point in the chain of events can 
we break the vicious circle ? 


I submit that we can do it only at its 
weakest link; we cannot reverse all these 
decisions simultaneously, as Dr. Schweitzer 
would have us do. The decision which was 
least warranted was the decision which the 
British Parliament made in March, 1953, to 
make its own H- and A-bombs, 


If we can establish, as I believe we can, 
that British manufacture and testing of H- 
and A-bombs is unnecessary, and if Britain's 
Parliament can decide to stop British pro- 
duction and testing, while admitting that 
America and Russia have a duty to check 
and balance each other’s power to dominate 
the globe as best they can, we would 
instantly achieve two important results. 


We would demonstrate to all other 
nations, such as France, Germany, etc., that 
a further proliferation of these ghastly 
weapons is unwise and unnecessary. In 
this, Britain’s example is crucial. 


Secondly, we should thereby confine the 
problem of rationing tests and controlling 
production of nuclear weapons to the two 
major power-complexes, the USSR and the 
USA ; and this must make their problem 
the easier. 


Furthermore, when only these two 
nations have H- and A-weapons, each would 
be deterred in their tests by the knowledge 
that world public opinion would be pro- 
foundly shocked each time either found it 
necessary to explode one, 


In other words, I am suggesting that world 
opinion can be very effective when it can 


be directed explicitly to the two major con- 
testants, But first we must reduce the 
number of nuclear powers to two. Till that 
is done, a general world campaign against 
all nuclear weapons defeats its purpose for 
the following reason. 


Democracies are more susceptible to popu- 
lar campaigns than are dictatorships where 
the Press is coerced and opinion is less free. 
Knowing the possibility of being “ rattled 
into” a dangerous decision to accept a 
world convention for nuclear disarmament 
which, while the nations are sovereign, can 
never be relied upon, the American Govern- 
ment will insist that Britain keeps her A- 
and H-weapons and carries on her tests so 
that Americans can the more easily resist 
the popular pressures applied by Dr. 
Schweitzer and his friends by the expedient 
of saying, “The British, who are wise and 
experienced in these things, believe they 
must have these infernal machines because 
Russia can’t be trusted. 


“Tt is therefore essential for us, the USA, 
to have them, too, for we cannot, and must 
not, let Britain down.” Meanwhile, the 
British Government will insist on our H- 
bomb programme because it feels that for 
Britain to give way to the popular clamour 
for universal abolition would leave America 
in an impossible position to resist it. 


They know that whereas it may not be 
essential for Britain to have an atomic 
armoury, it is imperative for America to 
have one while Russia does, Indeed, I sus- 
pect that the significant event at the recent 
Bermuda Conference was the plea by Eisen- 
hower to Macmillan to continue with the 
British tests for this very reason, 


Eisenhower needed our moral support 
because he knows Russia is now launching 
a diplomatic campaign to achieve a world 
convention for a nuclear weapon ban. Such 
a ban, the Americans know very well, can 
never be effective unless total enforceable 
world disarmament is also accepted, And 
this, everyone knows, can only be achieved 
after a world federal government has been 
created, 


Eventually a world government must be 
created, of course, for there is no other 
solution: but 1 am convinced that before 
that can even be contemplated a prototype 
federation of (some) nations will have to 
be created to prove in practice that supra- 
national government and national demo- 
cratic freedom are compatible. 


It is in the leadership in this urgent 
experiment in federalism that Britain, as a 
non-nuclear nation, has her essential part 
to play, and on which the survival of the 
human race depends. 


I conclude, therefore, that at present pub- 
lic opinion ought to demand that Britain 
should forgo nuclear weapons and help to 
create a federation of nations. Only when 
this has been accomplished can _ world 
opinion thereafter successfully oppose the 
nuclear weapons of Russia and America by 
demanding that they, with all other nations, 
should surrender sovereignty to, and join in 
the federation of nations in order to make 
it a world government. -- HENRY 
USBORNE, MP, House of Commons, 
London, S.W.1. 


Responsibility of Christians .. . 


The Easter Youth Conference of the 
Fellowship of Reconciliation, held at Hever- 
hill from April 18-23 and attended by over 


40 people, agreed that it is the responsibility 
of Christians to condemn the use and 
manufacture of modern weapons. The 
Conference was attended by students from 
Germany, Ghana, India and British Guiana 
resident in England, 


Afier a powerful intervention in the debate by the 
Rt. Hon. Chuter Ede, former Labour Home Secretary. 
the General Assembly of the Unitarian Churches called 
on the British Government to halt H-tests. An amend- 
ment calling on the Government to stop manufacturing 
or stock-piling nuclear weapons was defcated by only 
three votes. 

At the Londonderry (Ireland) Methodist Synod, the 
Rev. Dr. R. M. L. Waugh closed his address with 
these words: ‘*‘ Let us pray for peace, and keep up 
our protest against Hydrogen bomb tests. 

Bridport (Dorset) Co-operative Women’s Guild have 
sent a protest against the H-test to their MP, Mr, S. 
Wingticld Dighy, and to the Prime Minister. 

In a letter to the Johannesburg Star, Judge Lucas 
has appealed for more money for the 1456 people of 
all races in the South African Treason Trial. ‘* All 
are in poor circumstances. They depend for their live- 
lihood and that of their families on what they can 
earn.” 

He reports Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt as attempting to 
raise $100,000 in the USA. In Britain, Christian 
Action and the Labour Party have each established 
funds. 
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LATEST TIME for copy: Monday morning. 

Whilst the policy of Peace News is not to restrict 
any concern or individual from advertising in these 
columns, it must be noted that we do not necessarily 
share the views nor the opinions of all our advertisers. 


MEETINGS 


S. PLACE ETHICAL SOC, Conway Hall. Red Lion 
Square, W.C.1. Sunday, 11 a.m... May 12..D, G. 
MacRac. M.A. “Ghana; the making of a New 
Nation."" Adm. frec. Free copy of ‘'Monthly Record” 
on request. 


LONDON. W.8. 7.30 p.m. Thursday, May 723. 
Essex Church, Palace Gardens Terrace, Readings by 
Representatives of World Religions; Preacher Sir John 
Glubb, KCB, CMG, DSO, OBE, MC. World Con- 
gress of Faiths Annual Service. 


ACCOMMODATION 
HOMELY ACCOMMODATION and jolly good food 


to visitors and permanent guests. CANonbury 1340, 
Telkea Shayler, 27 Hamilton Pk., N.5. 
PROPERTY BUYING AND SELLING? For 


immediate confidential attention. 
Co. TUL, 3052. 
in three days. 


contact Parsons and 
Sales of modern property effected 


FOR SALE 


EXTENSION LADDERS, spccial discount, 
sales. A. Roberts, 12 Clare Rd.. Cardiff. 


winter 


LITERATURE 


QUAKERISM. Information and literature respecting 
the Faith and Practice of the Rcligious Socicty of 
Friends, free on application to the Fricnds’ Home 
Service Cttee., Friends’ House, Euston Rd., London. 


PERSONAL 


PROPERTY REPAIRS, Conversions, New Houses, 
Industrial Developments and building work of all types 
efficiently carried out by Parsons and Co, ‘Phone 
TUL. 3052 for immediate attention and free estimate. 


WANTED. STAMPS! Also envelopes before 1870. 
Sewell B.P.A., 14 Lyon Rd., Harrow. 


WAR RESISTERS' International welcomes gifts of 
foreign stamps and undamaged air mail covers. Please 
send to WRI, 88 Park Ave., Enfield, Mlddlescx. 


WE CAN HELP YOU. Use these columns to 
advertise your services, sell your products and seek 
your needs, Write to the Advertisement Manager, 
Peace News, 3 Blackstock Rd., London, N.4. 


THE WORLD League Against Vivisection opposed 
all cruelties in food, dress, amuscment and medicine. 
“The Animals’ Champion’’ free on request. 42 
Aberdeen Rd., London, N.5. 


SITUATIONS VACANT 


PEACE NEWS OFFICE 1S OPEN up to 9 p.m. 
every Wednesday evening for the sale of books and 
Stationery, and for voluntary help with the despatch 
of Peace News. Visitors welcomed. (Mon, to Fri. 
8.30 a.m, to 5.30 p.m.) 3 Blackstock Rd. (above Fish 
and Cook, statieners), Finsbury Park (near sta.), N.4. 

SHOE TRADE; Expericnced Manager or first sales- 
man/woman for growing retail business catering for 
fitting trade, Clark's stockists. Excelient prospects for 
suitably trained applicant. Millers Shoe Shop, Uxbridge 
Road, Hayes, Middx. 


HOLIDAYS 


BOURNEMOUTH (Boscombe). 


Friendly comfort- 
able private hotel, near sea. 


Ordinary and vegetarian 


food. Norah Bailey, Court Green, Glen Rd. Tel. 
Boscombe 33621. 

CORNWALL, FURNISHED ROOMS. Cooking 
facilities, h & c, facing seca on mid-prom, £3 5s, 
weekly. Steen, 4 Marine Terrace, Penzance. 

NORTH WALES. Vegetarian guest house, or. 


mountains and sea. Lovely woodland garden. Brachure 
from Jeannie and George Lake, Plas-y-Coed, Penmaen 
Park, Lianfairfechan. Tel, 161. 


SKEGNESS. Good holiday. Caravans to let. 
expensive. Alderson, Egmanton, Newark. 


In- 


PROPOSES SSSSOTSESESSTSOSS SO SOSG 

Ballot Papers for tlic elections of National 
Chairman and nine members of National 
Council are being sent by post to all annual 
subscribers and other signatories on the live 
file. If you do not receive a ballot paper 
by May 22 please apply to the General 
Secretary, 6 Endsleigh Street, Wondon, 
W.CAL, 


LLOLH DL LULL OL GOLHHYYLOYYHGYHYIOM 


PEACE NEWS HOLIDAY BUREAU 


will be pleased to help with your holiday 
enquiries. Selections of brochures from adver- 
tisers and suggestions offered without charge. 
Send a stamped addressed envelope to 

3 Blackstock Road, London N.4. 


PROTEST AGAINST H-TESTS 
«‘ Death Stands 
at attention” 
by HAROLD DAVIES, MP 
Second Printing now on sale | 


6d. (2d.) or 5s. dozen post free | 


HOUSMANS BOOKSHOP . 
3 Blackstock Road, London, N.4. 
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FROM 
Women’s vigil Pace one 
cheat,” said Canon Collins, 

The Foreign Secretary had “also exposed 
the nakedness of one of the main reasons 
for such a policy: the desire to make 
Britain a third nuclear Power. Here is the 
exposure of a design, not for defence by 
deterrents, but for self-aggrandisement and 
for self-interested power. 

“Compassion, well-wishing respect for 
human personality, non-violence: if these 
be four aspects of the way of love, why in 
heaven's name do church-people sit by and 
countenance, if not possibly support, the 
making and testing of Hydrogen bombs ? 

“The Russians and the Americans make 
their bombs and test them. This is no 
ground for our doing the same. It is the 
duty of Christian men and women to place 
before the nation the clear choice: life or 
death—Christ or the bomb.” 

In Barnstaple, Devon, the North Devon 
Herald Journal has stimulated public 
interest by criticising the local Liberal 
candidate, Jeremy Thorpe, for his opposi- 
tion to the test, but a public meeting in 
the market place was told that the Bishop 
of Crediton “ gave his entire support to a 
resolution urging the Government to post- 
pone the tests.” 

Scotlands’ premier newspaper, The Scots- 
man, has given great prominence to the 
question and published much correspon- 
dence on the subject. 


Life or death 


Film shows continue to play an active 
part in the campaign. At Shoreditch Train- 
ing College (East London) 300 people saw 
“Children of Hiroshima” last week. 

Free Church Ministers in the boroughs 
of Grimsby and Cleethorpes (Lincs.) have 
issued a statement urging that if the bomb 
is “clean” it should be exploded in the 
Atlantic. They go on to urge the suspen- 
sion of the Christmas Island tests and 
“call upon all people to urge this course 
upon our Government through their Parlia- 
mentary representatives.” 

The Essex County Congregational 
Assembly, by a large majority, passed a 
resolution calling on the Government to 
halt the tests. 

In South Molton, Devon, 200 people sent 
a unanimous protest to the Government 
after hearing the views of all parties at a 
public meeting. 

An editorial in the local Press urged 
South Molton people “to stop jittering 
and get about their business. By so doing 
they will set an example to neighbouring 
towns to accept life, or death, as it is 
intended to be.” 

In Reigate, Surrey, Quakers have 
organised a film show, a public meeting 
with a packed audience, poster parade and 
leaflet distribution. 


LOVE IS NOT ENOUGH 


@ FROM PAGE ONE 

In the United Kingdom it has been found 
that both types of provision of child care 
are needed; the voluntary body has the ad- 
vantage that it can experiment, it can special- 
ise, it is not so restricted by law and red 
tape and it can do things a public authority 
cannot. 

On the other hand, there must be some 
organisation with a duty inescapably laid 
upon it, of looking after all children in need 
irrespective of all other considerations; this 
is the place of the state. 

The International Federation of Chil- 
dren’s Communities was founded by 
UNESCO in 1948 to co-ordinate the work of 
the various children’s communities and to 
bring together individuals concerned with 
the well being of children deprived of a 
normal home life. 

The United Kingdom section includes 
among its members psychiatric workers with 
maladjusted children, workers from volun- 
tary homes and organisations, children’s 
officers, house fathers and mothers and 
heads of independent schools. Although 
the Federation enjoys the support of several 
continental Governments it remains essen- 
tially a voluntary body. 

Readers who would like to know more of 
the Federation and its work should com- 
municate with the honorary secretary, 
Anthony Weaver, at 18 Campden Grove, 
London. W.8. 
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MICHAEL TIPPETT speaks of 


England in the path of history 


Michael Tippet, the British composer, made this 
speech to the Peace Pledge Union Annual General 


Meeting in Leeds last month. 
® 


The AGM was opened by the 


Leeds, whose speech was reported in Peace News 


LAST year I was not able to be 

here at the Annual General 
Meeting because I was in Warsaw. 
There I was shown, one day, those 
parts of the city that were divided 
into small sectors by the Germans, 
within which they systematically shot 
and exterminated every living thing 
they could find. 

This was retaliation for the heroic War- 
saw uprising while the Russians halted just 
on the other side of the river, and inex- 
plicably gave no aid. 

I spoke with people who somehow came 
out form the rubble, people who know 
they are unable to have an independent life 
because their country, by its position on 
the map, has for centuries stood in the 
path of European history. Seen in the 
light of all our history to date, their 
national position is eternally precarious, as 
it is again at this moment. 

Only great tenacity of ideals or of 
patience overcomes a deep sense of despera- 
tion. 

I came from Warsaw to Vienna over 
Czecho-slovakia in a sleeping car of an 
overcrowded train. Except for myself the 
car was entirely filled with Jewish families 
emigrating to Israel. For each month a 


By Sybil Morrison 


on page two. 


last week. The address by Professor Dame Kathleen 
Lonsdale, to which Michael Tippett refers, appears 


Members of the PPU, of which Michael Tippett is 


Lord Mayor of 


sleeping car load of Jews leaves (or did 
then) Warsaw, Prague or Budapest. 

I spoke to a woman, asking her why she 
was leaving to go to the fresh uncertainties 
of the Middle East (her husband and chil- 
dren had died in the gas-chambers). She 
replied “When you have experienced 
Hitler you have no fear more.” She 
belonged to a race that has for thousands 
of years suffered the uprootings of history. 

As we crossed the Iron Curtain into 
Austria I watched her face. The train was 
stopped within the mine-strewn barbed wire 
strip, where armed soldiers searched it and 
others stood in the woods around. I 
wondered what her feelings were as the 
train passed through the wire wall. 

For she suffered certainly an almost 
complete dislocation between the natural 
needs of her personal life and the imper- 
sonal forces of history. Perhaps her quality 
lay in what she had drawn from her 
brutalised experiences—that she ‘had no 
fear more.” 


H-BOMB RACE 


Most people would be distressed to know 
what ordinary English lads can do when 
given sten-guns and ordered to behave like 
the soldiers in the Iron Curtain countries. 
Then, when they come back to live with 
their families, they change again. 


PUBLIC CONSCIENCE 


The North Atlantic Treaty Ministerial Council ended in Bonn tonight, after 
resolving to decide future arms policy in common, and to resist the influencing 


of public opinion against nuclear weapons .. . 


all available means to meet an attack.” 


‘WHE British Government's decision to 

turn over their military strategy to 
reliance upon nuclear weapons, to exchange 
conscription for a small army equipped with 
atomic weapons, and battleships for guided 
atomic missile ranges, is all part of a 
nuclear arms race designed to deter, but 
not to attack. 


It has been said, on more than one occa- 
sion, both by Government and Opposition 
spokesmen, that these weapons would only 
be used if they were used against us, No 
doubt the Kremlin make the same pro- 
nouncements in regard to their own nuclear 
weapon stockpile. 


In view of the perfectly obvious fact that 
a country suddenly atacked with H-bombs 
would have little chance of any retaliation, 
it is surely pertinent to ask when would be 
the exact moment for using nuclear 
“ defence.” 

The latest White Paper on so-called 
“ defence” made it unusually clear that this 
country could not possibly survive an all- 
out attack with nuclear weapons. 

The logical, but paradoxical conclusion 
therefore, is that retaliation would have to 
take place before the attack, not after, It 
would be, it is to be assumed, based upon 
secret information as to the enemy’s inten- 
tions. 

Such information would be difficult to 
acquire, and mistaken information, or 
doubtful evidence could precipitate this 
means of ‘‘ defence” as easily as a guided 
missile going astray, could call forth a 
nuclear reprisal. 

* 


It is hard to understand how it has be- 
come possible for responsible statesmen to 
take such appalling risks in the name of 
“ defence,” apart altogether from the moral 
issues involved. 

For the pacifist the basic belief that war 
with whatever weapons it is fought, is 
wrong, the issue is clearly a moral one 
under any circumstances. 

For the non-pacifist these particular 
weapons may raise a moral issue that has 
never before been apparent. The wholesale 


the Alliance must be able to use 


—tThe Daily Telegraph, May 4, 1957. 


slaughter of civilian populations which took 
place in the last war was justified as a 
means to a victorious end. But now, the 
human race itself is threatened, for if the 
weapons which are being stockpiled are ever 
used, that will, without question, be the 
inevitable result. 

If public opinion is beginning to make 
itself felt, which, plainly the consultants at 
the recent NATO Ministerial Council seem 
to recognise, it may be an opinion based 
upon fear of the consequences, but, on the 
other hand, it may well arise from a moral 
repugnance which cannot be alleviated by 
soothing “ deterrent” arguments. 

Those who are afraid may be calmed by 
believing that neither side will take the 
appalling risk of destroying life on this 
earth, but those who are shocked on moral 
grounds will not be so open to persuasion. 

If the propaganda machinery of NATO 
nations is to be turmed over to resisting 
public reaction against the use of nuclear 
weapons, it will be quite useless to oppose 
it on the grounds of possible dangers, based 
upon the conflicting opinions of scientists. 


* 

The only strong and unassailable ground 
will be (and must be, the moral objection. 
To make these weapons, to possess them, 
to threaten to use them, to rely upon them 
for any purpose whatever, is wrong. 

Here, and here only, is the strength that 
can, and that will, resist the indoctrination 
of the palliative propaganda machine. 
There is no palliative for an uneasy con- 
science other than repentance, and it is the 
public conscience, not public panic, that 
will eventually win this fight. 

It is time for a strong moral lead, but, 
plainly this is not forthcoming from either 
Church or Parliament, It may be that paci- 
fists alone must now bear this grave and 
terrible responsibility; the forces against 
us are tremendous, but with humility and 
dignity, with courage and with confidence, 
we must go forward, not in any spirit of 
self-righteousness, but in faith, towards the 
end that all people desire—a world without 
war. 


Chairman, declare that they “renounce war,” and, 
“ will never support or sanction another.” 


I believe that we in Britain are less con- 
cerned now with the supposed strategic 
importance of Cyprus than we care to 
admit. For people are realising that through 
the introduction of the latest devilish 
weapons they are also “In the path of 
history.” We are at a point at last where, 
if war breaks out, there would be no more 
exposed place in history than England. 


The Englishman no longer controls his 
history in the manner he did up to the 
H-bomb race. Hence he is profoundly dis- 
turbed, even if the feeling remains below 
the apparently care-free surface. At times 
everyone knows he is really whistling in the 
dark to keep his courage up. 


TRAGIC PARADOX 


I was much impressed by the message 
of the Lord Mayor of Leeds. 


But as Lord Mayor, he was perhaps also 
expressing a more corporate desperation. 
That which we feel underneath is a deep 
tremor, a gnawing fear that we are on 
the brink of destruction. The Peace Pledge 
Union may be coming to a time when a 
national pledge is no longer an impossi- 
bility. For until that comes we cannot 
begin to regain control of our history. As 
it is at present, if the frustrated Poles were 
to set East Germany in uproar, then the 
consequences may well be the virtual 
obliteration of our island. 


Here then lies the inescapable and tragic 
paradox. Our world—with its ingrained 
habit of practised diplomacy, in the final 
event by war, by violence—is suddenly now 
possessed of absolutely and mutually 
suicidal weapons against which there is no 
defence. 


Yet to change our ingrained habits so 
that we were willing as national com- 
munities (that is at the corporate, popular 
level) to put non-violent resistance in the 
place of war, we need time; time for 
re-education. 

Some members have found the organisa- 
tion of the PPU too old-fashioned. Yet 
seeing that we are denied all access to the 
mass-directed methods of communication: 
the popular Press, radio and television, it 
is difficult to see how else we are to 
organise ourselves and our work for the 
better. 

Yet it is lamentably clear that we have 
found no means of speaking to that under- 
ground of young people, the majority of 
the nation’s youth, who, as Kathleen Lons- 
rale made so crucially clear, are conditioned 
to absolute direction on the one hand, and 
the need to break out and demonstrate their 
“‘maleness” through gang-violence on the 
other. 


PEACE NEWS 


This problem of over-powering con- 
formity and complementary violence is 
absolutely world wide. On the adult level, 
the only effective answer, according to 
Kathleen Lonsdale, is in the notion and 
practice of civil disobedience. That is a 
Provocative but possibly true opinion, 

But the adolescent is not ready for it. 
Nor do we seem ready to wrestle with the 
problem of how at all to speak to the 
present adolescent condition. I myself think 
we shall hardly succeed without young 
pacifists with enough panache and flam- 
boyance to create a myth stronger than 
James Dean. 

But maybe the time is not yet. Where, 
on the other hand, the time does seem to 
be right, is with Peace News. Since the war 
our little paper has come to have a 
peculiarly wide readership and all over the 
world. It is read in Ministries, newspaper 
offices, in homes. By clever students, by 
simple folk, by someone everywhere. 

We must drive ahead with it because it 
alone can speak corporately for us, I shalt 
do as I always do, and end on the same 
note. Do not desert your little paper. Give 
it every penny you can. 
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